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Presidential Documents 


Title 3—THE PRESIDENT 

Executive Order 11097 

AMENDMENT OF EXECUTIVE ORDER NO. 10501/ AS AMENDED, 
RELATING TO AUTHORITY FOR THE ORIGINAL CLASSIFICATION OF 
DEFENSE INFORMATION AND MATERIAL 

By virtue of the authority vested in me by the Constitution and 
statutes of the United States, and as President of the United States, 
and deeming such action necessary in the best interest of the national 
security, it is hereby ordered as follows: 

Section 1 . Section 2 of Executive Order No. 10501 of November 5, 
1953, as amended by Executive Order No. 10901 of January 9, 1961, 
and by Executive Order No. 10985 of January 12, 1962, is hereby 
further amended (A) by adding at the end of Subsection (a) thereof 
“Export-Import Bank of Washington”, “Office of Science and Tech¬ 
nology”, and “The Special Representative for Trade Negotiations”; 
and (B) by deleting from Subsection (b) thereof “Subversive Activ¬ 
ities Control Board.” 


Sec. 2. The Export-Import Bank of Washington, the Office of 
Science and Technology, and The Special Representative for Trade 
Negotiations shall be deemed to have had authority for the original 
classification of information and material from the respective dates 
on which such agencies were established. 

John F. Kennedy 

The White House, 

February 28, 1963. 


[F.R. Doc. 63-2520; Filed, Mar. 6,1963 ; 10:35 a.m.] 


1 18 F.R. 7049 ; 3 CFR, 1949-1953 Comp., p. 979. 











Rules and Regulations 


Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 

p AR T 6— EXCEPTIONS FROM THE 
COMPETITIVE SERVICE 

National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration 

Effective upon publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, paragraph (e) of § 6.347 

is revoked. 

(R.S. 1753, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403, as amended; 5 
UJS.C. 631, 633) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] Mary V. Wenzel, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2413; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:51 a.m.] 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter VII—Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation Service 
(Agricultural Adjustment), Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER B—FARM MARKETING QUOTAS 
AND ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 

[Amdt. 5] 

PART 7T9— RECONSTITUTION OF 
FARMS, FARM ALLOTMENTS, AND 
FARM HISTORY AND SOIL BANK 
BASE ACREAGES 


Definitions 

Basis and purpose. This amendment 
is issued pursuant to the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended (52 
Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1281 et 
), to amend the regulations govern¬ 
ing the reconstitution of farms, farm al¬ 
lotments, farm history, and soil bank 
case acreages (27 F.R. 6482, 7382; 28 F.R 
*?. 15 = 27 F.R. 11919; 28 F.R. 1711) to pro- 
rae that separately owned tracts of land 
nan not be combined as a farm unless 
<°r ners °f the separately owned tracts 
tinlf nd ^' gree in writing to such combina- 
on and that a separately owned tract 
, curren tly constituted as a farm 
a or tracts owned by other 
Sha11 be ^constituted as a sep- 
wte fmm upon written request of the 
lanri l SUCh se P ar ately owned tract of 
tain e am e n dment also makes cer- 
ulatirmTf r !? vi ! ions to conf orm the reg- 
The • tile f °regoing major changes. 
affect P thI 1S10n ^ of . tbis am endment will 
the pm? cons titution of some farms for 

tors ar^ 7 6ar l 963 ’ and 85 farm opera- 
Productinn r rff G ?nL y o making Plans for the 
that thp°^ ° f — 63 crops ^ is Operative 
be made ?™ visi0ns of this amendment 
de known as soon as possible. It 


is, therefore, found and determined that 
compliance with the notice, public pro¬ 
cedure and 30-day effective date require¬ 
ment of section 4 of the Administrative 
Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 1003) is im¬ 
practicable and contrary to the public 
interest, and this amendment shall be¬ 
come effective upon publication of this 
document in the Federal Register. 

1. Section 719.2(1X2) is amended to 
read as follows: 

§ 719.2 Definitions. 

***** 

( 1 ) * * * 

(2) Farms constituted for the first 
time or reconstituted hereafter . With 
respect to the constitution and identifi¬ 
cation of land as a farm for the first 
time or the reconstitution of farms made 
hereafter, the term “farm” shall mean 
all adjoining or nearby and easily ac¬ 
cessible farm, wood, or range land under 
the same ownership which is operated by 
one person. The farm also may include 
additional farm, wood, or range land 
under different ownership which is oper¬ 
ated by such person provided the owner 
agrees in writing to the inclusion of 
his land in the farm, and the county 
committee deteVmines that the land is 
nearby and easily accessible and is ap¬ 
proximately equally productive. Not¬ 
withstanding the foregoing definition of 
“farm” in this subparagraph: 

(i) Fields or subdivisions of fields 
which are part of a farm shall remain 
a part of such farm when operated under 
a short term agreement of one year or 
less by another operator, unless and un¬ 
til, upon the written request of the owner 
of such fields or subdivisions of fields, 
they may be properly constituted as a 
separate farm or part of another farm 
under this section. 

(ii) Land for which one or more land¬ 
lord (s) refuse(s) to sign a conservation 
reserve contract and which is a part of 
a multiple-ownership farm may be con¬ 
stituted as a separate farm provided 
some eligible land in the balance of such 
multiple-ownership farm is covered by a 
conservation reserve contract. 

(iii) Where part of a farm is owned 
by the Federal Government and the Fed¬ 
eral agency handling the leasing of such 
land has leased such land under a lease 
restricting the production of price-sup¬ 
ported commodities in excess supply, the 
farm shall be reconstituted so that such 
Government-owned land is a separate 
farm. Such Government-owned land, 
or other land as may be acquired by the 
Federal Government and leased to pro¬ 
ducers under such restrictive leases, 
shall not be combined with privately 
owned land or with other Government- 
owned land not under restrictive lease. 

(iv) Where a conservation reserve 
contract has been entered into under the 
conservation reserve program regulations 
(6 CFR, Part 485) pursuant to which the 
entire eligible land on the farm is desig¬ 
nated as conservation reserve, the farm 


as constituted at the time all the eligible 
land becomes so designated shall not be 
combined with other land (as long as all 
of the eligible land in the farm is under 
contract) unless the conservation reserve 
contract is modified to include in the 
conservation reserve all eligible land of 
such other land. 

(v) Notwithstanding the above provi¬ 
sions, when designating any area of land 
as a wildlife refuge farm for the purpose 
of administering the various agricultural 
programs, all Federal or State-owned 
land in one refuge, under the supervision 
of one manager, must be constituted as 
one farm and such farm shall not include 
any land that is privately owned. Any 
land that is not currently constituted in 
accordance with this provision shall be 
reconstituted. 

2. Section 719.2(1) (4) is amended by 
changing subdivision (iii) to read as 
follows: 

§ 719.2 Definitions. 

***** 

( 1 ) * * * 

(4 ) * * * 

(iii) An owner requests in writing that 
his land no longer be included in a farm 
which is composed of tracts under sepa¬ 
rate ownership. 

3. Section 719.4(f) is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 719.4 Guides for applying farm defi¬ 
nition. 

***** 

(f) Terms of operation. In deter¬ 
mining the constitution of a farm, the 
county committee shall satisfy itself, 
from personal knowledge or evidence 
presented, that the operator will be in 
charge of the supervision and conduct of 
the farming operations for the entire 
farm. Evidence presented to the com¬ 
mittee may consist of written leases, 
written statements from the operator, 
owner, or other persons having knowl¬ 
edge of the facts, or other probative evi¬ 
dence including oral testimony. If, sub¬ 
sequently, any operator who has obtained 
approval for a reconstitution is found 
knowingly operating in a manner sub¬ 
stantially different from that repre¬ 
sented, such reconstitution shall be dis¬ 
approved and the farm shall be con¬ 
stituted properly. 

(Sec. 375, 52 Stat. 66, sec. 124, 70 Stat. 198; 
7 U.S.C. 1375, 1812) 

Effective date: Date of publication of 
this document in the Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on 
March 1, 1963. 

H. D. Godfrey, 

Administrator, Agricultural Sta¬ 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2422; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:53 a.m.] 
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Chapter XIV—Commodity Credit Cor¬ 
poration, Department of Agricul¬ 
ture 

SUBCHAPTER B—LOANS, PURCHASES, AND 
OTHER OPERATIONS 

[1962 C.C.C. Grain Price Support Bulletin 
1, Supp. 1, Arndt. 3, Barley] 

PART 1421—GRAINS AND RELATED 
COMMODITIES 

Subpart—1962-Crop Barley Loan and 
Purchase Agreement Program 

Support Rates 

The regulations issued by the Com¬ 
modity Credit Corporation published in 
27 F.R. 6463, 8159, and 10149 which con¬ 
tain specific requirements for the 1962- 
crop barley price support program are 
hereby amended as follows: 

Section 1421.1252(f) is amended by in¬ 
creasing the basic support rate in the 
following counties: 

Arizona 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Nebraska 


Missouri 


County 

Rate per bushel 

From— 

To— 

Cedar - _ 

$0.92 

$0.93 


/ 


County 


Rate per 
hundredweight 


Laclede . 



New Mexico 


Oklahoma 


Chaves.—. 
Torrance.. 
Union. 


North Dakota 


$0. 90 

$0.91 



.84 

• 86 Garfield.. 

$1.89 

$1.90 m 

.92 

.93 Grant... 

1.83 

1.85 ■ 


Noble----- 

1.87 

1.88 1 

Tulsa.—..- 

1.85 

1,87 1 


Slope _ 

$0.77 

$0.80 





Texas 


County 

Rate per bushol 

From— 

To— 

Gila ’_ 

$0. 74 
.74 

$0. 77 
.77 

Greenlee _ 



(Sec. 4, 62 Stat. 1070, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 
714b. Interpret or apply sec. 5, 62 Stat. 1072, 
secs. 105, 401, 63 Stat. 1051, as amended; 15 
U.S.C. 714c, 7 U.S.C. 1441, 1421) 

Effective date: Upon publication in 
the Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on March 
1, 1963. 

H. D. Godfrey, 
Executive Vice President, 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 


Bell ... 

$2.12 

$2. 13 1 

Falls....- 

2.14 

2.15 1 



[F.R. Doc. 


63-2423; Filed, Mar. 
8:53 a.m.] 


6, 1963; 


California 


Butte _ 

$1.03 

$1.05 

Colusa. _ 

1.04 

1.06 

Glenn. _ 

1.02 

1.05 

Lake_ 

1.02 

1.03 

Monterey_-_ 

1.03 

1.04 

San Benito _ 

1.04 

1.05 

San Luis Obispo _ 

1.00 

1.03 

Sutter __ 

1.04 

1 . 06 
1.01 

Tehama _ _ 

.99 

Yolo .. 

1.05c 

1.07 

Yuba .. 

1.05 

1.06 




Colorado 


Huerfano.. 


$0.80 


$0.82 


Michigan 


Huron...—. 

$0.89 

$0.91 

Jackson... 

.95 

.97 

Monroe... 

.94 

.95 


[1962 C.C.C. Grain Price Support Bulletin 1, 
Supp. 1, Arndt. 2, Grain Sorghums] 

PART 1421—GRAINS AND RELATED 
COMMODITIES 

Subpart—1962-Crop Grain Sorghums 
and Purchase Agreement Program 

Support rates 

The regulations issued by the Com¬ 
modity Credit Corporation published in 
27 F.R. 6463 and 8169 which contain spe¬ 
cific requirements for the 1962-crop grain 
sorghums price support program are 
hereby amended as follows: 

Section 1421.1412(f) is amended by 
increasing the basic support rate in the 
following counties: 


Minnesota 


--pr- 1 - 

Carlton_ 

$0.97 

$0.98 

Pine ___ 

.96 

.97 



Montana 


Big Horn_ j_ 

$0.68 

$0. 71 

Broadwater_ 

.80 

.86 

Carbon _ _ _ 

.73 

.80 

Deer Lodge_ 

.82 

.87 

Fergus_ 

.75 

.78 

Gallatin _ 

.78 

.87 

Golden Valley_ 

.74 

.79 

Jefferson. _ 

.81 

.87 

Judith Basin_ 

.76 

.77 

Madison.__ 

.79 

.87 

Meagher. _ 

.78 

.82 

Musselshell_ 

.73 

• .78 

Park__ 

.78 

.85 

Petroleum_ 

.72 

.75 

Powell_ 

.84 

.87 

Silver Bow_ 

.82 

.87 

Stillwater_ 

.74 

.80 

Sweet Grass_ 

.76 

.82 

Treasure_ 

.69 

.72 

Wheatland. 

.76 

.80 

Yellowstone_ 

.73 

.80 



County 

Rate per 
hundredweight 

From— 

To— 

Cochise_ 

$2.10 
1.70 
1.70 
1.68 

$2.12 

1.75 

1.75 

1.80 

Gila _ 

Greenlee _ 

Yavapai. _ 



California 


Butte— —.— 

Colusa.- 

Glenn... 

Lake... 

Monterey. 

Placer.... 

San Benito- 

San Luis Obispo 

Sutter. 

Tehama.. 

Yolo.. 

Yuba. 



$2.34 

2.36 

2.35 
2.30, 
2.32 

2.36 
2.35 
2.29 

2.35 
2.26 
2.38 

2.36 


(Sec. 4, 62 Stat. 1070, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 
714b. Interpret or apply sec. 5, 62 Stat. 1072, 
secs. 105, 401, 63 Stat. 1051, as amended; 15 
U.S.C. 714c, 7 U.S.C. 1441, 1421) 

Effective date: Upon publication in 
the Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on March 
1, 1963. 

H. D. Godfrey, 
Executive Vice President, 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2424; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:53 a.m.] 

Title 9—ANIMALS AND 
ANIMAL PRODUCTS 

Chapter I—Agricultural Research 
Service, Department of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER C—INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION 
OF ANIMALS AND POULTRY 

PART 74—SCABIES IN SHEEP 
Interstate Movement 

Pursuant to the provisions of sections 
1 through 4 of the Act of March 3, 1905, 
as amended, sections 1 and 2 of the Act 
of February 2, 1903, as amended, and sec¬ 
tions 4 through 7 of the Act of May 29, 
1884, as amended (21 U.S.C. 111-113,115, 
117, 120, 121, 123-126), §§74.2 and 74.3 
of Part 74, Subchapter C, Chapter I, 
Title 9, Code of Federal Regulations, as 
amended, are hereby amended to read, 
respectively, as follows: 

§ 74.2 Designation of free and infected 
areas. 

(a) Notice is hereby given that sheep 
in the following States, Territory, ana 
District, or parts thereof as specified, are 
not known to be infected with scabies, 
and such States, Territory, District, an 
parts thereof, are hereby designated as 
free areas: ., 

(1) Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, Cali¬ 
fornia, Colorado, Connecticut, Delawai , 
District of Columbia, Florida, Georgia. 
Idaho, Louisiana, Maine, Massachusett, 
Mississippi, Montana, Nevada, N® 
Hampshire, North Carolina, North 
kota, Oregon, Puerto Rico, Rhode Isian . 
South Carolina, South Dakota, Texa>, 
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Utah, Vermont, Washington, Wisconsin, 
and Wyoming; 

(2) The following Counties in Ne¬ 
braska; Arthur, Banner, Blaine, Box 
Butte, Brown, Chase, Cherry, Cheyenne, 
Dawes, Deuel, Dundy, Garden, Grant, 
Hooker, Keith, Keya Paha, Kimball, 
Loup, Morrill, Perkins, Rock, Sheridan, 
Sioux, Scotts Bluff, and Thomas; 

(3) In New Mexico: Bernalillo, Cat¬ 
ron, Colfax, Curry, De Baca, Dona Ana, 
Grant, Guadalupe, Harding, Hidalgo, 
Los Alamos, Luna, McKinley, Mora, 
Quay, Rio Arriba, Roosevelt, Sandoval, 
San Juan, San Miguel, Sante Fe, Sierra, 
Socorro, Taos, Torrance, Union, and 
Valencia Counties; 

(4) The following Counties in Kansas: 
Republic, Cloud, Ottawa, Saline, Mc¬ 
Pherson, Harvey, Sedgwick, and Sum¬ 
ner, and all Counties in the State of 
Kansas lying west thereof; 

(5) The following Counties in Michi¬ 
gan: Alcona, Alger, Alpena, Antrim, 
Baraga, Benzie, Charlevoix, Cheboygan, 
Chippewa, Crawford, Delta, Dickinson, 
Emmet, Gogebic, Grand Traverse, 
Houghton, Iron, Kalkaska, Keweenaw, 
Leelanau, Luce, Mackinac, Manistee, 
Marquette, Menominee, Missaukee, 
Montmorency, Ontonagon, Oscoda, Ot¬ 
sego, Presque Isle, Roscommon, School¬ 
craft, and Wexford; 

(6) The following Counties in Hawaii: 
Honolulu and Kauai. 

(b) Notice is hereby given also that 
sheep scabies exists in all States and 
Territories and parts of States not desig¬ 
nated as free areas in paragraph (a) of 
this section, and they are hereby desig¬ 
nated as infected areas. 


§ 74.3 Designation of eradication areas. 

(a) Notice is hereby given that sheep 
in the following States, Territory, or 
parts thereof as specified, are being 
handled systematically to eradicate 
scabies in sheep, and such States, Terri¬ 
tory, and parts thereof, are hereby 
designated as eradication areas: 

(1) Illinois, Kentucky, Maryland, 
Minnesota, New Jersey, New York, Okla¬ 
homa, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and the 
Virgin Islands of the United States; 

(2) All Counties in Nebraska except 
Arthur, Banner, Blaine, Box Butte, 
Brown, Chase, Cherry, Cheyenne, Dawes, 
Deuel, Dundy, Garden, Grant, Hooker, 
Keith, Keya Paha, Kimball, Loup, Mor- 
nll, Perkins, Rock, Sheridan, Sioux, 
Scotts Bluff, and Thomas; 

(3) All Counties in New Mexico ex¬ 
cept Bernalillo, Catron, Colfax, Curry, De 
Baca, Dona Ana, Grant, Guadalupe, 
Harding, Hidalgo, Los Alamos, Luna, Mc- 
vu G o Mora » Quay, Rio Arriba, Roose- 

eit, Sandoval, San Juan, San Miguel, 
santa Fe, Sierra, Socorro, Taos, Tor- 
Union, and Valencia; 

^ Counties in Hawaii except 

Honolulu and Kauai; 

«^ 5> iJ h ? foll °wing Counties in Kan- 
i™ Washington, Clay, Dickinson, Mar- 
thp “ ut ' er . Cowley, and all Counties in 
of Kansas lying east thereof; 
gnnrt. , 6 flowing Counties in Mis¬ 
ery,,,-.. k s o n, Lafayette, Saline, 
conadp’ ^ 0ni , t ? au ’ Cole, Osage, Gas- 
Countip. Fla f?^ n ’ Louis, and all 
south thereof? 6 St&te of Missouri W*** 


(Secs. 4^7, 23 Stat. 32, as amended, secs. 1, 
2, 32 Stat. 791-792, as amended, secs. 1-4, 
33 Stat. 1264, as amended, 1265, as amended; 
21 U.S.C. 111-113, 115, 117, 120, 121, 123-126; 
19 F.R. 74, as amended) 

Effective date. The foregoing amend¬ 
ments shall become effective upon 
issuance. 

The amendments add Bernalillo, 
Curry, De Baca, Guadalupe, Quay, Roose¬ 
velt, Socorro, Torrance, and Valencia 
Counties in the State of New Mexico to 
the list of free areas and delete such 
Counties from the list of infected and 
eradication areas as sheep scabies is no 
longer known to exist therein. Here¬ 
after, the restrictions pertaining to the 
interstate movement of sheep from or 
into infected and eradication areas as 
contained in 9 CFR Part 74, as amended, 
will not apply to such Counties. How¬ 
ever, the restrictions in said Part 74 per¬ 
taining to the interstate movement of 
sheep from or into free areas will apply 
thereto. 

The amendments relieve certain re¬ 
strictions presently imposed and must be 
made effective immediately to be of max¬ 
imum benefit to persons subject to the 
restrictions which are relieved. Accord¬ 
ingly, under section 4 of the Administra¬ 
tive Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 1003), it is 
found upon good cause that notice and 
other public procedure with respect to 
the amendments are impracticable and 
contrary to the public interest, and the 
amendments may be made effective less 
than 30 days after publication in the 
Federal Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 4th day 
of March 1963. 

M. R. Clarkson, 

Acting Administrator , 
Agricultural Research Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2421; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:53 a.m.J 


Title 10—ATOMIC ENERGY 

Chapter I—Atomic Energy 
Commission 

PART 1—STATEMENT OF ORGANIZA¬ 
TION, DELEGATIONS, AND GEN¬ 
ERAL INFORMATION 

Assistant General Manager for Oper¬ 
ations; Contract Authority 

Notice is hereby given of the amend¬ 
ment of the Statement of Organization, 
Delegations, and General Information of 
the United States Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission, 10 CFR Part 1, published in the 
Federal Register on December 29, 1961 
(26 F.R. 12729-12745), as amended. 

The present amendment corrects the 
statement of authority of the Assistant 
General Manager for Operations by add¬ 
ing the previously omitted authority for 
entering into contracts providing that 
prior approval of the Commission is ob¬ 
tained for actions involving more than 
$10,000,000 and certain other actions. 

Pursuant to the Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act, 1 CFR 13.2, and the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, the fol¬ 
lowing amendment is published as a 


document subject to codification, effec¬ 
tive upon publication in the Federal 
Register. 

Section 1.90 “Office of the Assistant 
General Manager for Operations” is 
amended by addition of a new paragraph 
(c) to read as follows: 

(c) The Assistant General Manager 
for Operations is authorized and directed 
to exercise contract authority as de¬ 
scribed in § 1.5(b). 

(Sec. 161, 68 Stat. 948; 42 U.S.C. 2201) 

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 21st 
day of February 1963. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Woodford B. McCool, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2361; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:45 a.m.] 

Title 14-AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Agency 

SUBCHAPTER E—AIRSPACE [NEW] 

[Airspace Docket No. 63-WA-7] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW! 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

Parts 600 and 601 of the regulations of 
the Administrator have been consoli¬ 
dated and recodified into a new Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
which became effective December 12, 
1962 (27 F.R. 10352, 220-2, November 10, 
1962). 

The purpose of these amendments to 
§§ 71.109 and 71.123 is to incorporate 
changes in the texts which were not in¬ 
cluded in the new Part 71. 

Since these amendments are editorial 
in nature and impose no additional bur¬ 
den on any person, notice and public 
procedure hereon are unnecessary and 
they may be made effective immediately. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following actions are taken: 

In § 71.109 (27 F.R. 220-5, Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1962, 27 F.R. 9449) B-3 is revoked. 

Section 71.123 (27 F.R. 220-6, Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1962, 27 F.R. 12815, 12439, 11940, 
11342) is amended as follows: 

a. In V-l “Norfolk, Va.;” is deleted 
and “Norfolk, Va.; Cape Charles, Va., 
INT of Cape Charles 015° and Salisbury, 
Md., 206° radials; Salisbury;” is substi¬ 
tuted therefor. 

b. In V-15 “to Waxie INT via INT of 
Waco 353° and Britton, Tex., 264° radi¬ 
als ;” is deleted and “to INT of Britton, 
Tex., 091° and Dallas 202° radials via 
INT of Waco 353° and Britton, Tex., 
264° radials;” is substituted therefor. 

c. In V-16 “Gordonsville, Va., 247° 
radials;” is deleted and “Gordonsville, 
Va., 247° radials; Gordonsville;” is sub¬ 
stituted therefor. 

d. In V-20 “Lafayette 287° radials” is 
deleted and “Lafayette 285° radials” is 
substituted therefor. 

e. In V-26 “to Windsor, Ont., Can¬ 
ada;” is deleted and “to Windsor, Ont., 
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Canada; Cleveland;” is substituted 
therefor. 

f. V-42 is amended to read: 

V-42 Prom Flint, Mich., via Windsor, Ont., 
including an E alternate via INT of Flint 
122° and Windsor 344° radials, excluding the 
airspace between the main and this alternate 
airway; Cleveland, Ohio, including an E 
alternate via INT of Carleton, Mich., 097* 
and Windsor 121° radials; Akron, Ohio; Im¬ 
perial, Pa.; INT of Imperial 074° and Johns¬ 
town, Pa., 296° radials; to Johnstown. The 
airspace within Canada is excluded. 

g. In V-108 “Linden, Calif., 270° ra¬ 
dials ;” is deleted and “Linden, Calif., 
269° radials;” is substituted therefor. 

h. In V-116 “The airspace within Can¬ 
ada is excluded." is added at the end 
of the description. 

i. In V-140 “Bluefield, W. Va.;” is de¬ 
leted and “Bluefield, W. Va.; Clifdale, 
Va.;” is substituted therefor. 

j. V-214 is amended to read: 

V—214 From Richmond, Ind., to INT of 
Richmond 090° and Rosewood, Ohio, 202° 
radials. From Columbus, Ohio, Port Colum¬ 
bus Airport ILS localizer via Zanesville, Ohio; 
Rellaire, Ohio; to Pittsburgh, Pa. 

k. In V-287 “The airspace within R- 
6711 shall be used only after obtaining 
prior approval from appropriate author¬ 
ity.” is deleted. 

l. In V-813 “The airspace within R- 
6711 is excluded.” is deleted. 

m. In V-29 “Scranton, Pa.;” is deleted 
and “Wilkes-Barre, Pa.;” is substituted 
therefor. 

These amendments shall become effec¬ 
tive immediately. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 28, 1963. 

W. Thomas Deason, 

Assistant Chief , ^ 
Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2363; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:45 am.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 63-CE-14] 

PART 71—designation of federal 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 

Alteration of Federal Airway and 
Associated Control Areas 

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 [New] of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is to alter VOR Federal air¬ 
way No. 191 in the Chicago, Ill., area. 

VOR Federal airway No. 191 extends 
in part from the Big Run Intersection 
(intersection of the Roberts, HI., 008° 
True radial and the Joliet, Ill., direct 
radial to the Kedzie, Ill., RBN) to the 
Kedzie RBN; and from Chicago, Ill., to 
the Taylor, Ill., Intersection (intersec¬ 
tion of the Chicago 019° and the Mil¬ 
waukee, Wis., 121° True radials). 

The Federal Aviation Agency is taking 
action herein to alter Victor 191 and its 
control areas by extending it from the 
Big Run Intersection to Northbrook, Ill., 
thence via the intersection of the North¬ 
brook 078° and the Chicago (O’Hare) 
019° True radials to the Taylor Inter¬ 
section. This alteration of Victor 191 


will provide a nonradar departure route 
from the Chicago O’Hare Airport and 
will provide separation from aircraft 
operating on VOR Federal airway No. 
144 that extends southeastward from the 
O’Hare Airport. 

Since the change effected by this 
amendment does not involve the assign¬ 
ment of additional airspace and imposes 
no additional burden on any person, 
notice and public procedure hereon are 
unnecessary. However, since it is nec¬ 
essary that sufficient time be allowed to 
permit appropriate changes to be made 
on aeronautical charts, this amendment 
will become effective more than 30 days 
after publication. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following action is taken: In § 71.123 (27 
F.R. 220-6, November 10, 1962) V-191 
“Kedzie, Ill., RBN. From Chicago, HI., 
via” is deleted and “Kedzie, Ill., RBN; 
Northbrook, HI.; INT of Northbrook 078° 
and Chicago, HI., 019° radials;” is sub¬ 
stituted therefor. 

This amendment shall became effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t., May 2,1963. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 28,1963. 

W. Thomas Deason, 

Assistant Chief , 
Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2367; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 63-EA-5] 

PART 71—designation of federal 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 

Alteration of Federal Airways 

The purpose of these amendments to 
§ 71.143 is to redesignate the segment of 
intermediate altitude airway V-1530 
from Charleston, W. Va., to Gordonsville, 
Va., as intermediate altitude airway V- 
1646 and redesignate the segment of 
intermediate altitude airway V-1646 
from Charleston, W. Va., to Front Royal, 
Va., as intermediate altitude airway 
V-1530. Additionally, § 71.205 is being 
amended to reflect the above change for 
Front Royal, Va., VOR reporting point. 

The above action is being taken to 
eliminate misunderstanding created by 
the existence of multiple transition 
points between V-1646 and intermediate 
altitude airway V-1526. As presently 
designated, V-1646 forms junctions with 
V-1526 at York, Ky., and Elkins, W. Va. 
In the absence of specific flight plan 
information, it becomes necessary to 
solicit additional information to deter¬ 
mine the exact point of transition be¬ 
tween these two airways. This creates 
an additional workload in the processing 
of flight plans at both manual and elec¬ 
tronic computer equipped facilities. 
These actions, in effect, will result in 
the reidentification of segments of ex¬ 
isting airways, and do not involve des¬ 
ignation of any additional airspace. 

Since these amendments are minor in 
nature and impose no additional burden 
on any person, notice and public pro¬ 
cedure hereon are unnecessary. How¬ 


ever, since it is necessary that sufficient 
time be allowed to permit appropriate 
changes to be made on aeronautical 
charts, these amendments will become 
effective more than 30 days after pub¬ 
lication. 

In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 FJt. 12582) 
the following actions are taken: 

1. Section 71.143 (27 F.R. 220-38, 

November 10, 1962, 27 F.R. 12439, 27 F.R. 
11758) is amended as follows: 

a. In V-1530 “Montebello, Va.; 10 miles 
wide Gordonsville, Va.” is deleted and 
“Elkins, W. Va.; INT Elkins 074°, Front 
Royal, Va., 271° radials; Front Royal.” 
is substituted therefor. 

b. In V-1646 “Elkins, W. Va.; INT 
Elkins 074°, Front Royal, Va., 271° 
radials; Front Royal.” is deleted and 
“Montebello, Va.; 10 miles wide Gordons¬ 
ville, Va.” is substituted therefor. 

2. In § 71.205 (27 FJt. 220-165, No¬ 
vember 10, 1962) “Front Royal, Va.; V- 
1520, V-1646.” is deleted and “Front 
Royal. Va.; V-1520, V-1530.” is substi¬ 
tuted therefor. 

These amendments shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 ejs.t., May 2,1963. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 28, 1963. 

W. Thomas Deason, 
Assistant Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2366; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:45 am.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 62-CE-55] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW! 

Designation of Control Zone 

On November 6, 1962, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (27 F.R. 10812) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed to designate a control zone at the 
Delaware County Airport, Muncie, Did. 

No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed control zone 
designation. The Air Transport Associ¬ 
ation, while not objecting to the pro* 
posal, requested that a suitable transi¬ 
tion area with a floor of 700 feet above 
the surface be designated at the Delawar 
County Airport to afford protection to 
instrument approaches being conductea 
at the Delaware County Airport fr01 ^ 
privately owned nondirectional raai 
beacon. Protection for these approacn 
is presently provided by the controiie 
airspace associated with the Muncie con¬ 
trol area extension and VOR Fede 
airways Nos. 210 and 50 north alt ^ rn m 
which, until otherwise designated, ' 
retain a floor of 700 feet above 
surface. A transition area with app. 
priate floor assignments will be P rop ° 
to replace the controlled airspace 
provided by the Muncie eoij&roi area■ 
tension upon completion of FAA st 
attendant to the implementation oi_ . 
Amendments 60-21/60-29 in the M 
area. 
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Subsequent to the issuance of the 
notice, Parts 600 and 601 of the regula¬ 
tions of the Administrator were con¬ 
solidated and recodified into Part 71 
[New] of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions which became effective December 
12, 1962 (27 F.R. 10352, 220-2, Novem¬ 
ber 10,1962). The airspace action taken 
herein reflects this new format and num¬ 
bering system adopted for these parts. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rule herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ment having been published, therefore, 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 12582) 
and for the reasons stated in the notice, 
the following action is taken: 

In §71.171 (27 F.R. 220-91, Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1962) the following is added: 
Muncie, Ind. 

Within a 3-mile radius of the Delaware 
County Airport, Muncie, Ind. (latitude 
40*14'26" N., longitude 85°23'43" W.), from 
0700 to 2300 hours local time, daily. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t., May 2, 1963. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 28, 1963. 

W. Thomas Deason, 

Assistant Chief-, 
Airspace Utilization Division. 

(P.R. Doc. 63-2368; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 63-EA-10] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW! 

Alteration of Control Zone 


The purpose of this amendment tc 
Part 71 [New] of the Federal Aviatior 
Regulations is to alter the description oi 
the Wrightstown, N.J., (McGuire AFB) 
control zone. 

The Wrightstown (McGuire AFB) 
control zone is presently designated, in 
Part, with reference to the McGuire AFE 
radio range. The Department of the 
Air Force has determined that no further 
requirement exists for retention of the 
McGuire AFB radio range and wishes tc 
aecommission the facility on or about 
March 7, 1963. The Federal Aviation 
Agency concurs with this determination. 
h ow ^ ver » the control zone extension 
tvt on rad i° range also serves the 
rp ^ uil \ e ILS system and is further 
the Protection of departing 
al ^ h ough to a lesser extent than 
Presently designated. Therefore, action 
to substitute the Mc- 
Mrr 11,8 sout bwest course for the 
* FB radi0 range southwest 
town V n * th( ; descri Ption of the Wrights- 

tion of fu r01 ZOne and revoke that P°r- 
2 k m .. the southwest extension beyond 

mark^r leS n 0U i hWest of the ^ outer 

ments for C th?« ? trOUed alrspace require- 
this area will be reviewed at 

No. 46-2 


a later date under the CAR Amendment 
60-21/60-29 implementation program. 

Since the change effected by this 
amendment is less restrictive in nature 
than present requirements, notice and 
public procedure hereon are unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following action is taken: 

Section 71.171 (27 F.R. 220-91, Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1962) is amended as follows: In 
the Wrightstown, N.J. (McGuire AFB) 
control zone “within 2 miles either side 
of the McGuire AFB RR SW course ex¬ 
tending from the 5-mile radius zone to 
12 miles SW of the RR;” is deleted and 
“within 2 miles either side of the Mc¬ 
Guire AFB ILS localizer SW course ex¬ 
tending from the 5-mile radius zone to 
2.5 miles SW of the OM;” is substituted 
therefor. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t., March 7,1963. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on 
March 1, 1963. 

Clifford P. Burton, 

Chief, Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2365; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 63-EA-3] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 

AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 

PART 73—SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE 
[NEW] 

Revocation of Restricted Area and 
Alteration of Control Area Extension 

The purpose of these amendments to 
§§ 73.37 and 71.165 of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Regulations is to revoke the Camp 
Breckinridge, Ky., Restricted Area Rr- 
3701 and alter the Evansville, Ind., con¬ 
trol area extension by removing the 
exclusion reference to R-3701 in the de¬ 
scription of this control area extension. 

The Department of Army has stated 
that Camp Breckinridge, Ky., is being 
deactivated and that Restricted Area R- 
3701 will no longer be required. Accord¬ 
ingly, the designation of R-3701 is an 
unnecessary designation of airspace and 
is being revoked herein. 

Since these amendments reduce a bur¬ 
den on the public, compliance with the 
Notice, public procedure and effective 
date requirements of Section 4 of the 
Administrative Procedure Act is unnec¬ 
essary and they may be made effective 
upon publication. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 12582), 
the following actions are taken: 

1. In § 73.37 Kentucky (28 F.R. 19-21, 
January 26, 1963), R-3701, Camp Breck¬ 
inridge, Ky., Restricted Area is revoked. 

2. Section 71.165 (27 F.R. 220-59 No¬ 
vember 10, 1962) is amended as follows: 
In the Evansville, Ind., control area ex¬ 
tension “and on the W by V-11E, exclud¬ 
ing the portion within R^3701.” is deleted 
and “and on the W by V-11E.” is sub¬ 
stituted therefor. 


These amendments shall become effec¬ 
tive upon publication in the Federal 
Register. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on 
March 1, 1963. 

D. D. Thomas, 

Director, Air Traffic Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 63-2369; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.l 

Title 16-COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter I—Federal Trade Commission 

[Docket 6156 o.l 

part 13—prohibited trade 
PRACTICES 

Luria Brothers and Co., Inc., et al. 

Subpart—Acquiring stock or assets of 
competitor: § 13.5 Acquiring stock or 
assets of competitor. Subpart—Cutting 
off supplies or service: § 13.615 Exclusive 
contracts with suppliers. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 
sec. 7, 38 Stat 731, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 
45, 18) [Cease and desist order and order of 
divestiture, Luria Brothers and Company. 
Inc. (Philadelphia, Pa.), et al., Docket 6156, 
Feb. 13, 1963J 

In the Matter of Luria Brothers and 
Company Inc., a Corporation, South¬ 
west Steel Corporation, a Corporation, 
Bethlehem Steel Corporation, a Cor¬ 
poration, Bethlehem Steel Company, a 
Corporation, Bethlehem Pacific Coast 
Steel Corporation, a Corporation, 
United States Steel Corporation, a 
Corporation, National Steel Corpora¬ 
tion, a Corporation, Weirton Steel 
Company, a Corporation, Colorado 
Fuel and Iron Corporation, a Corpora¬ 
tion, John A. Roebling’s Sons Corpora¬ 
tion, a Corporation, Central Iron and 
Steel Company, a Corporation, Phoenix 
Iron and Steel Company, a Corpora¬ 
tion, Granite City Steel Company, a 
Corporation, Lukens Steel Company, a 
Corporation, Detroit Steel Corporation, 
a Corporation, McLouth Steel Corpora¬ 
tion, a Corporation, Baldwin-Lima- 
Hamilton Corporation, a Corporation, 
Edgewater Steel Company, a Corpora¬ 
tion, Bucyrus-Erie Company, a Cor¬ 
poration, Columbia Malleable Castings 
Corporation, a Corporation, Hugo Neu 
Corporation, a Corporation 

Order requiring the nation’s largest 
broker of iron and steel scrap, of Phil¬ 
adelphia, Pa., to cease acting as exclu¬ 
sive broker or supplier of purchased scrap 
for any buyer, domestic or foreign; re¬ 
quiring respondent mills, for a five-year 
period, not to purchase in excess of 50 
percent of their annual requirements 
from Luria except to the extent that com¬ 
parable scrap is not available from other 
suppliers; requiring Luria, for five years, 
not to acquire any interest in any other 
dealer in scrap without a finding by the 
Commission that an acquisition will not 
unduly restrain competition; and requir- 
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ing Luria to divest itself of Southwest 
Steel Corp., a competing broker-dealer 
it acquired in 1950. 

The order to cease and desist, order of 
divestiture, and further order requiring 
report of compliance therewith, is as 
follows: 

1. It is ordered. That the respondent 
broker, Luria Brothers & Company, Inc., 
its officers, agents, representatives and 
employees, directly or through any cor¬ 
porate or other device, in or in connec¬ 
tion with the sale of iron and steel scrap 
in commerce, do forthwith cease and 
desist from: Contracting or agreeing to 
act or knowingly acting as exclusive or 
substantially exclusive broker or supplier 
of purchased iron and steel scrap for 
any plant or plants of any respondent 
mill or of any other buyer of iron and 
steel scrap not a party hereto, and from 
knowingly inducing or receiving prefer¬ 
ential status or favored treatment of any 
nature as broker or supplier of purchased 
iron and steel scrap for any respondent 
mill or any other buyer of iron and steel 
scrap. 

2. It is further ordered, That the re¬ 
spondent mills, Bethlehem Steel Cor¬ 
poration, Bethlehem Steel Company, 
Bethlehem Pacific Coast Steel Corpora¬ 
tion, United States Steel Corporation, 
National Steel Corporation, Weirton 
Steel Company, The Colorado Fuel and 
Iron Corporation, John A. Roebling’s 
Sons Corporation, Phoenix Iron & Steel 
Company, Granite City Steel Company, 
Lukens Steel Company, Detroit Steel 
Corporation, McLouth Steel Corporation, 
Baldwin-L i m a-Hamilton Corporation, 
Edgewater Steel Company, Bucyrus-Erie 
Company, and Grinnell Corporation, 
their respective officers, agents, repre¬ 
sentatives and employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, in 
or in connection with the purchase of 
iron and steel scrap in commerce, do each 
forthwith cease and desist from: 

(a) Purchasing, or contracting or 
agreeing to purchase, all or substan¬ 
tially all of the annual requirements of 
purchased iron and steel scrap of any 
plant or plants from or through respond¬ 
ent Luria Brothers & Company, Inc., and 
from giving preferential status or 
favored treatment of any nature to said 
broker, as broker or supplier of iron 
and steel scrap. 

(b) During a period of five (5) years 
from the date this order shall become 
final, purchasing in excess of 50 percent 
of the annual requirements of purchased 
iron and steel scrap of any plant or 
plants from respondent Luria Brothers 
& Company, Inc., except to the extent 
that iron and steel scrap, adequate 
in quantity and quality, is not available 
from other suppliers on terms which 
are substantially similar and competi¬ 
tive with the terms offered by respond¬ 
ent Luria Brothers & Company, Inc. 

3. It is further ordered, That respond¬ 
ent Luria Brothers & Company, Inc., its 
officers, agents, representatives, and em¬ 
ployees, acting separately or in combina¬ 
tion with anyone else, whether a party 
to this proceeding or not, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, 
do forthwith cease and desist from: 
Entering into, continuing, cooperating in, 


or carrying out any express or implied 
understanding, agreement, combination 
or conspiracy with any steel producing 
company or group of steel producing 
companies beyond the continental limits 
of the United States, or any buying 
organization, agent or other buyer act¬ 
ing for or on behalf of such steel produc¬ 
ing companies, to act as the exclusive or 
substantially exclusive broker or sup¬ 
plier for such company or companies, of 
iron and steel scrap obtained in the 
continental United States or within the 
territorial jurisdiction of the United 
States. 

4. It is further ordered. That respond¬ 
ent Luria Brothers & Company, Inc., do 
forthwith cease and desist from: During 
a period of five (5) years from the date 
this order shall become final, acquiring, 
directly or indirectly, through subsidi¬ 
aries or in any other manner, the assets, 
stocks, share capital, or any other inter¬ 
est in any business, corporate or other¬ 
wise, which is engaged in the business of 
buying or selling iron and steel scrap 
as a broker or dealer, unless and until 
the Commission, upon application and 
proper showing in support thereof, shall 
first find that the planned acquisition 
will not unduly restrain competition. 

5. It is further ordered. That respond¬ 
ent Luria Brothers & Company, Inc., do 
forthwith divest itself absolutely, in 
good faith, of: 

(a) All stock or other share capital, 
and all control over or interest in all 
stock or other share capital of Southwest 
Steel Corporation; and 

(b) All assets, properties, rights and 
privileges, tangible and intangible, ac¬ 
quired from Southwest Steel Corporation 
since December 29, 1950; together with 
any assets or other properties of what¬ 
ever description that may have been 
added thereto since December 29, 1950, 
as may be necessary to restore said cor¬ 
poration to at least the same operating 
condition that existed, and competitive 
position that it occupied, when its assets 
or properties were so acquired, so as to 
retain neither directly nor indirectly any 
of the fruits of such acquisition. 

It is further ordered. That in the di¬ 
vestiture hereinbefore mentioned, none 
of the stock, assets, properties, rights or 
privileges to be divested shall be sold or 
transferred, directly or indirectly, to 
anyone who at the time of the divestiture 
is a stockholder, officer, director, em¬ 
ployee, or agent of, or is otherwise di¬ 
rectly or indirectly connected with, or 
under the control or influence of, 
respondent Luria Brothers & Company, 
Inc., or of any of said respondent’s sub¬ 
sidiary, affiliated or related companies. 

6. It is further ordered, That the com¬ 
plaint be, and the same hereby is, dis¬ 
missed as to respondents Southwest Steel 
Corporation and Hugo Neu Corporation, 
and as to those allegations or portions 
thereof as have been found not to have 
been sustained by the evidence. 

It is further ordered, That respondents 
shall, within ninety (90) days from the 
date of service upon them of this order, 
submit in writing for the consideration 
and aproval of the Federal Trade Com¬ 
mission their plans for compliance with 
this order, including the date within 
which compliance can be effected. 


By the Commission, Commissioners 
MacIntyre and Higginbotham not parti¬ 
cipating. Commissioner Elman, having 
dissented from the Commission’s deci¬ 
sion, does not concur in this order. 

Issued: February 13, 1963. 

[seal] Joseph W. Shea, 

Secretary . 

[P.R. Doc. 63-2387; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[Docket 8535] ^ 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Sidney J. Greenblat et al. 

Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: §13.30 Composition of goods; 
§ 13.130 Manufacture or preparation; 
§ 13.175 Quality of product or service; 
§ 13.235 Source or origin: § 13.235-50 
Maker or seller, etc. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 15 
U.S.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, Sidney 
J. Greenblat et al. trading as G & G Mfg. & 
Souvenir Company, Minneapolis, Minn., 
Docket 8535, Feb. 19, 1963] 

In the Matter of Sidney J. Greenblat, 

and Marvin J. Greenblat, Individually 

and as Copartners Trading as G & G 

Mfg. & Souvenir Company 

Order requiring Minneapolis, Minn., 
distributors of inexpensive jewelry and 
souvenirs to cease misrepresenting in 
their catalogs the materials, composition, 
quality, and origin of their merchandise, 
as in the order below in detail set forth. 

The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That respondents Sid¬ 
ney J. Greenblat and Marvin J. Green¬ 
blat, individually and trading as copart¬ 
ners under the name of G & G Mfg. & 
Souvenir Company, or under any other 
name, and respondents’ agents, repre¬ 
sentatives, and employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, 
in connection with the offering for sale, 
sale or distribution of jewelry, souvenir 
items, or any other articles of merchan¬ 
dise in commerce, as “commerce” is de¬ 
fined in the Federal Trade Commission 
Act, do forthwith cease and desist from: 

1. Representing directly or indirectly: 

(a) That the likeness of Pope John on 
respondents’ “Pope John” jewelry is 
etched in gold or that the 10 Command¬ 
ments appearing on respondents’ candy 
dishes are imprinted in gold; 

(b) That respondents’ Cross necklaces 
contain natural stones; that respond¬ 
ents’ sweater guards are made of gen¬ 
uine Mother-Of-Pearl; or that their 
rings heretofore designated “Turquoise 
contain natural Turquoise; 

(c) Through the use of the wor 
“Pearl” or any other word or words o 
similar import or meaning, that iEuta- 
tion pearls are genuine pearls; P rovl , d h 
however, that the foregoing shall not 
construed to prohibit the use of the wo 
“Pearl” to describe the appearance 
said imitation pearls if, whenever use • 
the word “Pearl” is immediately P 
ceded, in equally conspicuous tyP e ’,re¬ 
word “imitation” or the word sim 
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lated” or other words of similar import 
or meaning, so as to clearly indicate that 
said imitation pearls are not genuine 
pearls but imitations thereof. 

2. Representing directly or indirectly 
that: 

(a) Pictures, characters, symbols or 
designs are imprinted, etched or other¬ 
wise placed on products in gold, or in 
any other material or by any manner 
or means unless such is the fact; 

(b) Products contain or are made or 
composed in whole or in part of gold, 
natural stones, Mother-of-Pearl, Tur¬ 
quoise or any other material or substance 
not actually used or contained therein; 

(c) Any of respondents’ products not 
actually made or produced by Indians or 
any other race or group have been so 
made or produced; 

(d) Imitation pearls are genuine 

pearls. 

3. Furnishing or otherwise placing in 
the hands of retailers or dealers the 
means and instrumentalities by and 
through which they may mislead or de¬ 
ceive the public in the manner or as to 
the things hereinbefore prohibited. 

By “Decision of the Commission”, etc., 
report of compliance was required as 

follows: 

It is ordered. That respondents here¬ 
in shall, within sixty (60) days after 
service upon them of this order, file with 
the Commission a report in writing set¬ 
ting forth in detail the manner and form 
in which they have complied with the 
order to cease and desist. 

Issued: February 19,1963. 

By the Commission. 

^ SEAL 1 Joseph W. Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2386; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:48 a.m.] 


Title 18—CONSERVATION 
OF POWER 

Chapter I—Federal Power 
Commission 

[Order 263; Docket No. R-233] 

PART 1—RULES OF PRACTICE AND 
PROCEDURE 

Exceptions to Intermediate Decisions; 
Replies; Statements in Support 


February 28, 1963. 

1 ( " omin ^ ssion > constantly searching 
bpf A mea y is im P r ove its procedures, hai 
mad?- 1 *-? suggestion that provision bt 
d . rules of practice and proce- 

tionc F° r i he filing of responses to excep- 
hp l„ the intermediate decisions of its 
addino 8 ex ^ iners - We recognize thal 

ceduT^ an n ther step in the hearin S Pro- 
some ^ent, add to the 
date fn pleadings and delay the earliest 
least thl a Commis sion decision by at 
°ur vw r ® sponse Period provided. It is 
will Dprm*f °^ e ^ er » such a provision 
matters pa ^ ti 4P es t° direct themselves to 
aised for the first time in ex¬ 


ceptions, and that this will not only add 
an additional element of fairness to our 
procedures but should actually result in 
expediting Commission action on appeals 
from examiners’ decisions. 

We are, therefore, amending our rules 
to provide for replies to exceptions. The 
amendment also permits the filing of a 
statement in support of an examiner’s 
decision. It should be noted, however, 
that only the one additional step in our 
proceedings is provided. Counter re¬ 
sponses will not be entertained except 
when the Commission, upon motion, ex¬ 
pressly authorizes their submission. In 
order to prevent unnecessary reargument 
.of points already covered in pleadings 
filed by the parties, we are limiting the 
newly authorized replies to a total of 25 
pages. 

It appears that the amendment 
adopted herein pertains to Commission 
practice and procedure and hence that 
section 4 of the Administrative Proce¬ 
dure Act is not applicable. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) The amendment adopted herein is 
necessary and appropriate for the pur¬ 
poses of administration of the Federal 
Power and Natural Gas Acts. 

The Commission, acting pursuant to 
the authority granted by the Federal 
Power Act, as amended, particularly sec¬ 
tions 308 and 309 thereof (49 Stat. 858; 
16 U.S.C. 825g, 825h) and the Natural 
Gas Act, as amended, particularly sec¬ 
tions 15 and 16 thereof (52 Stat. 829, 830; 
15 U.S.C. 717n, 717o) orders: 

(A) Paragraph (a) of § 1.31, Rules of 
Practice and Procedure, Subchapter A, 
Chapter I, Title 18 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, is amended to read as 
follows: 

(a) Exceptions, filing of. Any party 
or staff counsel desiring to appeal to the 
Commission may, within 20 days after 
the service of a copy of an intermediate 
decision (initial or recommended by sub¬ 
ordinates, or tentative by Commission), 
or such other time as may be fixed by the 
Commission, file exceptions thereto. 
Statements in support of the decision, in 
form similar to statements of exceptions, 
may be filed within the same period. 
Replies of no more than 25 printed pages 
in length may be filed within 10 days of 
service of the exceptions. No further 
pleadings in response to replies will be 
entertained unless the Commission, upon 
motion or its own initiative, so orders. 
Exceptions, statements in support and 
replies shall conform to the requirements 
of §§ 1.15, 1.16, and 1.17, but need not be 
verified under oath. 

(Secs. 308, 309, 49 Stat. 858, 16 U.S.C. 825g, 
825h; secs. 15, 16, 52 Stat. 829, 830, 15 US.C. 
717n, 717o) 

(B) This amendment will become ef¬ 
fective on April 1, 1963. 

(C) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2375; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:47 ajn.l 


Title 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE 

Chapfer I—Office of the Secretary of 
Defense 

SUBCHAPTER B—MILITARY AND CIVILIAN 

PART 120—INTER-SERVICE TRANSFER 
OF RESERVE OFFICERS 

The Secretary of Defense has ap¬ 
proved the following revision to Part 
120 on February 18,1963: 

Sec. 

120.1 Purpose. 

120.2 Applicability. 

120.3 Policy. 

120.4 Procedure. 

Authority: §§ 120.1 to 120.4 issued under 
sec. 716, Title 10, United States Code (sec. 
11, Public Law 85-599). 

§ 120.1 Purpose. 

The purpose of this part is to estab¬ 
lish policies which will govern implemen¬ 
tation of section 716, title 10, United 
States Code with respect to transfer of 
Reserve commissioned officers between 
Reserve components of the Army, Navy, 
Air Force and Marine Corps. 

§ 120.2 Applicability. 

This part is applicable to all officers 
holding Reserve commissions in the 
Armed Services, except officers of the 
medical services. The interservice trans¬ 
fer of officers holding commissions (Reg¬ 
ular or Reserve) in the medical services 
will continue to be accomplished under 
the provisions of DOD Instruction 1205.1, 
“Implementation of the Universal Mili¬ 
tary Training and Service Act with 
Respect to Medical and Dental 
Registrants.” 

§ 120.3 Policy. 

(a) It is the policy of the Department 
of Defense that an officer of any mili¬ 
tary service who is especially qualified to 
contribute to the success of an activity 
of another service will be given an op¬ 
portunity to do so without interruption 
of his service career, by being trans¬ 
ferred from one service and appointed in 
another. 

(b) No officer will be so transferred 
without his consent, nor will an officer 
transferred from one service be ap¬ 
pointed in another service with a higher 
rank or precedence than that he held on 
the date prior to his transfer. 

(c) Transfers will be made only 
within authorized strength limitations 
for the active duty forces, if the officer 
is on extended active duty. 

(d) While intended for use primarily 
in the technical fields to permit the full 
utilization of specialists, this authority 
to transfer between services is not re¬ 
stricted to technical specialists. 

(e) Inter-service transfer of reserve 
officers not on active duty who have mili¬ 
tary service obligations will be governed 
by policy set forth in § 123.3(a) of this 
chapter, in addition to that in this part. 

(f) No officer of a Reserve component 
will be transferred to a Regular com¬ 
ponent under this authority. 

§ 120.4 Procedure. 

(a) Request for transfer will normally 
be initiated by an appropriate agency of 
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the military department desiring the 
services of an officer serving in another 
department, or by the officer himself. 

(b) Request for transfer will include 
a statement of consent of the officer con¬ 
cerned and will be accompanied by a 
justification of the requested transfer as 
being in the interest of national defense 
and the individual officer. The Secre¬ 
tary of the losing Department and the 
Secretary of the gaining Department will 
indicate their concurrence or non- 
concerrence in the requested transfer. 

(c) For Reserve officers on extended 
active duty and for Reserve officers not 
on extended active duty, request for 
transfer will be processed as follows: 

(1) If initiated by the officer himself, 
the request will be forwarded by the 
officer through military channels to the 
designated representative of the Secre¬ 
tary of the military department in which 
he is presently commissioned and serv¬ 
ing. The request will be forwarded to 
the designated representative of the 
Secretary of the gaining department. 

(2) If initiated by other than the 
officer himself, request for transfer will 
be routed by the designated representa-r 
tive of the Secretary of the gaining de¬ 
partment directly to the designated 
representative of the Secretary of the 
losing department. 

(3) Transfers may be accomplished by 
the service Secretaries concerned, or 
their designated representatives, without 
referral to the Secretary of Defense if 
the proposed transfer is mutually ac¬ 
ceptable to both military departments. 
In the case of nonconcurrence by the 
gaining military department, or by both 
military departments, the transfer will 
normally be considered disapproved. In 
the case of nonconcurrence by the losing 
department only, the transfer will be 
forwarded to the Secretary of Defense, 
Attention: Assistant Secretary of De¬ 
fense (Manpower), for resolution in the 
interest of national defense. Requests 
being forwarded to the Secretary of De¬ 
fense will be forwarded through the 
Secretaries of the departments con¬ 
cerned. 

(d) When transfer is approved, ter¬ 
mination of presently held commissions 
and reappointment in another service 
will be accomplished by the two Serv¬ 
ices affected without interruption of the 
continuity of the officer’s service. 

(e) An officer transferred under the 
provisions of this part will be awarded 
a permanent Reserve grade and date of 
rank as determined by applying the 
amount of his promotion service in his 
present service to the appointment laws 
in effect for the Service to which he is 
being transferred. His temporary grade 
and date of rank will remain the same as 
that he held in his present service on the 
day prior to his transfer. 

(f) An officer transferred under pro¬ 
visions of this part will be credited with 
the unused leave with which he was 
credited at the time of transfer, and with 
the total military service with which he 
was credited on the date prior to his 
transfer. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Administrative Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2398; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:50 a.m.] 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Title 38—PENSIONS, BONUSES, 
AND VETERANS’ RELIEF 

Chapter I—Veterans Administration 
PART 3—ADJUDICATION 

PART 5—THE BOARD ON WAIVERS 

AND FORFEITURES AND COMMIT¬ 
TEES ON WAIVERS IN FIELD OF¬ 
FICES 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

1. In Part 3, cross references immedi¬ 
ately following § 3.904 are deleted. 

2. A new § 3.905 is added to* read as 
follows: 

§ 3.905 Declaration of forfeiture. 

(a) Jurisdiction. At the regional 
office level, the Chief Attorney is author¬ 
ized to determine whether the evidence 
warrants formal consideration as to for¬ 
feiture. Submissions may also be made 
by the director of a service, the Chair¬ 
man, Board of Veterans Appeals, and the 
General Counsel. Jurisdiction to deter¬ 
mine whether the claimant or payee has 
forfeited the right to gratuitous benefits 
is vested in the Director, Compensation 
and Pension Service, the Deputy Director 
for Program Administration, chiefs of 
consultants staffs and persons acting in 
such positions. 

(b) Fraud or treasonable acts. For¬ 
feiture of benefits under § 3.901 or 
§ 3.902 will not be declared until the 
person has been notified by the Chief 
Attorney of his right to present a 
defense. Such notice shall consist of a 
written statement sent to his latest ad¬ 
dress of record setting forth: 

(1) The specific charges against him; 

(2) A detailed statement of the evi¬ 
dence supporting the charges, subject to 
regulatory limitations on disclosure of 
information; 

(3) Citation and discussion of the ap¬ 
plicable statute; 

(4) His right to submit a statement or 
evidence within 60 days, either to rebut 
the charges or to explain his position; 

(5) His right to a hearing within 60 
days, with representation by counsel of 
his own choosing, and that no expenses 
incurred by a claimant, counsel or wit¬ 
ness will be paid by the Veterans Admin¬ 
istration. 

(c) Subversive activities. Automatic 
forfeiture of benefits under § 3.903 will 
be effectuated by an official authorized 
to declare a forfeiture as provided in 
paragraph (a) of this section. 

(d) Finality of decisions. A decision 
of forfeiture is subject to the provisions 
of § 3.104 (a) and (c). The officials au¬ 
thorized to file administrative appeals 
and the time limit for filing such appeals 
are set forth in § 10.7 of this chapter. 

3. Immediately following § 3.905, the 
following cross references are added: 

Cross References: Effective dates; forfeit¬ 
ure. See § 3.400(m). 

Reductions and discontinuances; fraud. 
See § 3.500(k). 

Reductions and discontinuances; treason¬ 
able acts or subversive activities. See 
§ 3.500(t). 

Adjustments and resumptions. See 
§ 3.669. 


Burial benefits. See § 3.1609. 

Servicemen’s indemnity. See § 3.1816. 

4. A new Subpart D Waiver of Over¬ 
payments, is added to Part 3 to read as 
follows:- 

§ 3.1900 Jurisdiction; Central Office. 

Except as provided in § 3.1908, the 
Director, Compensation and Pension 
Service, the Deputy Director for Pro¬ 
gram Administration, chiefs of consul¬ 
tants staffs and persons acting in such 
positions, are authorized to determine 
whether there shall be a waiver of over¬ 
payment where the amount involved is 
$2,500 or more, or jurisdiction is other¬ 
wise provided or assumed. 

§ 3.1901 Jurisdiction; Regional Offices. 

(a) Chairmen and Section Chairmen, 
Committees on Waivers, are authorized 
to determine whether an overpayment 
involving amounts of less than $2,500 
shall be waived. Whenever a committee 
is unable to reach a unanimous decision, 
the decision will be rendered by Central 
Office. 

(b) Where the amount involved is 
$2,500 or more, the Committee on 
Waivers is authorized to prepare a ten¬ 
tative decision, which will be subject 
to approval by Central Office. 

§ 3.1902 “Overpayments”. 

The term means payments made and 
determined to have been erroneous, and 
indebtedness resulting from services 
erroneously furnished, under laws ad¬ 
ministered by the Veterans Administra¬ 
tion. 

(a) Benefits subject to waiver include 
indebtedness due the Veterans Adminis¬ 
tration because of or in connection with 
hospitalization, domiciliary care, or 
treatment of a veteran, a person who 
claimed he was a veteran, or a person to 
whom such benefits were granted on the 
assumption that he was an eligible 
veteran. 

(b) The following overpayments are 
excluded from waiver under this section: 

(1) Cases under the jurisdiction of 
the Loan Guaranty Committees on 
Waivers and Compromises (§§ 36.4381, 
36.4382 of this chapter). 

(2) Pension, compensation, or retire¬ 
ment pay because of a return to active 
duty. 

(3) World War I adjusted compensa¬ 
tion. 

(4) National Service Life Insurance 
resulting from an authorized change in 
option. 

(5) Overpayments to an insured im- 
der a United States Government life in¬ 
surance or National Service life insur¬ 
ance contract where there is not in effect 
an award of benefits other than insur¬ 
ance (see § 3.1905). 

(6) Servicemen’s indemnity. 

(7) Overpayments due to forfeiture o 
benefits. 

(8) Improperly negotiated checks is¬ 
sued after the death of a payee. 

(9) Overpayments which have bee 

reduced to judgment. . 

, (10) Amounts equal to amounts wnic 
have been refunded, and received by t 
Veterans Administration prior to tn 
date of a final decision waiving recovery. 
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§ 3.1903 Waiver. 

(a) Recovery of overpayments of any 
benefits (other than servicemen’s indem¬ 
nity) made under laws administered by 
the Veterans Administration shall be 
waived if the person who received such 
overpayment was without fault, and 
recovery would defeat the purpose of 
benefits otherwise authorized or would 
be against equity and good conscience. 
(38 U.S.C. 3102(a)) 

(b) Request for waiver of an overpay¬ 
ment will be considered only if received 
within 1 year following the date of 

notice to the payee. 

(c) Waiver of recovery may be author¬ 
ized, if warranted, where Veterans Ad¬ 
ministration payments have come into 
the possession of a person other than the 
person entitled. 


§ 3.1904 Standards for waiver. 

Recovery of an overpayment may not 
be authorized unless it is established that 
the overpayment was not due to any 
fault on the part of the payee and, in 
addition, that recovery would defeat the 
purpose of the benefits otherwise paya¬ 
ble or that recovery would be contrary 
to the principles of equity and good con¬ 
science. Determinations will be based 
on the facts in the individual case. 

(a) “Fault” The payee will be con¬ 
sidered to have been at fault where he 
knew, or by the exercise of reasonable 
care could have learned, that he was not 
entitled to the erroneous payment or 
payments. The fact that the overpay¬ 
ment may have been due in part to 
Veterans Administration error will not 
serve to mitigate the payee’s responsi¬ 
bility. While there can be no balancing 
of faults, if there is reasonable doubt as 
to the fault of the payee, such doubt 
will be resolved in his favor. 

(b) “Defeat the purpose * * The 
purpose of the benefits program must be 
measured against the need of the payee. 
Generally, recovery may not be waived 
if this would result in a duplication of 
payments. The fact that recovery would 
require a temporary discontinuance of 
Benefits does not in itself defeat the pur¬ 
pose of the benefit which would otherwise 
be payable. 

(c) “Equity * * * conscience”, The 
generally accepted principles of equity 

1 1 be applied. This includes protec- 
ion against recovery of money mis- 
paid to a person who had an 
quitable but not a legal right; and 
panment of position by reason of hav- 
the Parent. Inability to 
^olely because the amount received 
expended is not in itself a 
SSS? tor holding that recovery would 
te equity and good conscience. 

§ 3.1903 Scope of decisions. 

denpp ]R ecision s will be based on the evi- 
at thp° f r reCOr ?‘ A hearin S ma y be held 
representor eSt the claim ant or his 
a tlaimoOf 1V u- No expense s incurred by 
I witness wU hl f represen tative, or any 

by the v P ? dent t0 a hearing wil1 be paid 
(bV A ^ terans Administration. 

tral Office my^ 66 ^ Waivers or Cen - 

as to certain per “ 
ae chne to waive as to other 


persons whose claims are based on the 
same veteran’s service. 

(2) Waive or decline to waive recovery 
from specific benefits or sources, except 
that, as provided in § 3.1902(b) (5), there 
shall be no waiver of recovery out of 
insurance of an indebtedness secured 
thereby; i.e., an insurance overpayment 
to an insured. However, recovery may 
be waived of any or all of such indebted¬ 
ness out of benefits other than insurance 
then or thereafter payable to the insured. 

§ 3.1906 Revision of decisions. 

(a) A decision may be reversed or 
modified on the basis of new and ma¬ 
terial evidence, fraud, a dhange in law 
or interpretation of law specifically 
stated in a Veterans Administration is¬ 
sue, or clear and unmistakable error 
shown by the evidence in file at the time 
the prior decision was rendered: 

(1) By the same or any other com¬ 
mittee if the decision was rendered by 
a Committee on Waivers; 

(2) By Central Office if the decision 
was rendered or approved by Central 
Office; 

(3) By the Liability Review Section if 
the decision was rendered or approved 
by that section. 

(b) Except as provided in paragraph 

(a) of this section, a decision rendered 
by properly constituted authority is final, 
subject to the provisions of: 

(1) Section 3.104 (a) and (c) as to 
finality of decisions; 

(2) Section 3.105 (a) and (b) as to re¬ 
vision of decisions, except that Central 
Office may postaudit or make an admin¬ 
istrative review of any decision of a 
Committee on Waivers; 

(3) Sections 3.103 and 19.2 of this 
chapter as to notice of disagreement and 
the right of appeal, except as provided 
in § 3.1908(d) ; 

(4) Section 19.7 of this chapter as to 
the filing of administrative appeals and 
the time limits for filing such appeals. 

(c) Where reversal or amendment of a 
decision is authorized by Central Office 
under § 3.105(b) because of a difference 
of opinion, the effective date of waiver 
will be governed by the principle con¬ 
tained in § 3.400(h). However, no re¬ 
fund will be made of any moneys repaid 
by the payee prior to the date of Cen¬ 
tral Office decision. 

§ 3.1907 Administrative review. 

Subject to specific rules for adminis¬ 
trative review of decisions involving edu¬ 
cational benefits, any decision may be 
administratively reviewed at the request 
of the Manager of the regional office or 
reviewed or postaudited on Central Of¬ 
fice initiative. The request for review 
from a Manager should be presented 
within 90 days from the date of the com¬ 
mittee’s decision. The 90-day time limit 
may be extended at the discretion of 
Central Office. 

§ 3.1908 Educational benefits. 

Determinations as to waiver of over¬ 
payments of subsistence allowance, edu¬ 
cation and training allowances (38 U.S.C. 
1666), and war orphans’ educational as¬ 
sistance allowance (38 U.S.C. 1766), are 
subject to the principles outlined in 
§§ 21.113, 21.2304, and 21.3304 of this 
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chapter. The term “school” as used in 
this Veterans Administration regulation 
means an educational institution or 
training establishment as defined in 
§ 21.2005 (h) and (i) of this chapter. 

(a) Committees on Waivers. Subject 
to the limitations contained in § 3.1901, 
the committees are authorized to deter¬ 
mine: 

(1) Whether recovery may be waived 
as to the veteran or eligible person. (A 
waiver as to the claimant will not pre¬ 
clude recovery from the school.) 

(2) Liability of the school. (A finding 
that the school is not liable will require 
recovery from the claimant, unless 
waived as to him.) 

(3) Liability of both the student and 
school. 

(b) Review section. Administrative 
reviews of decisions of Committees on 
Waivers will be conducted by a specially 
constituted Liability Review Section, 
functioning under the direction of the 
Director, Compensation and Pension 
Service. 

(1) The section will be composed of 
three members. The Director, Compen¬ 
sation and Pension Service, the Director, 
Vocational Rehabilitation and Education 
Service, and the General Counsel shall 
each designate one member. 

(2) A decision will be valid if it is 
concurred in and signed by any two 
members of the review section. 

(c) Administrative reviews. The sec¬ 
tion will review: 

(1) Any decision in which a request 
for administrative review is filed by the 
school within 60 days from the date no¬ 
tice of the decision is mailed to the 
school. The 60-day time limit may be 
extended to 90 days at the discretion of 
the review section. The request shall be 
in writing, setting forth fully all of the 
contentions and errors assigned. 

(2) Any decision in which a request 
for administrative review is made by the 
Manager of the regional office or the 
Director, Vocational Rehabilitation and 
Education Service within the time limits 
established in § 3.1907. 

(3) Any decision in which Central 
Office determines on its own initiative 
that a review is warranted. 

(d) Finality of decisions. The section 
has authority to act for the Administra¬ 
tor in making administrative reviews of 
determinations that a school is or is not 
liable for an overpayment to a veteran 
or dependent of a veteran. There is no 
right of appeal. 

Cross References: Delegations of author¬ 
ity. See 5 3.100(b). 

Subsistence allowance. See § 21.113 of this 
chapter. 

Education and training allowance. See 
§ 21.2304 of this chapter. War orphans’ ed¬ 
ucational assistance allowance. See § 21.3304 
of this chapter. 

5. In Part 5, §§5.0 through 5.15 are 
revoked. 

(72 Stat. 1114; 38 U.S.C. 210) 

These regulations are effective March 
7,1963 

[seal] W. J. Driver, 

Deputy Administrator. 

[FB. Doc. 63-2497; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:54 ajn.] 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Title 49—TRANSPORTATION 


Chapter I—Interstate Commerce 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTER B—CARRIERS BY MOTOR VEHICLE 

[Ex Parte No. MC-30) 

PART 170—COMMERCIAL ZONE 


Cincinnati, Ohio 

February 21, 1963. 

At a session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Division 1, held at 
its office in Washington, D.C., on the 
21st day of February, A.D. 1963. 

It appearing, that on September 10, 
1940, the Commission, Division 5, made 
and filed its report, 26 M.C.C. 49, in the 
above-entitled proceeding determining 
the zone adjacent to and commercially 
a part of Cincinnati, Ohio, as thereafter 
modified by said division in reports in 
41 M.C.C. 227, and 46 M.C.C. 733 (decided 
January 24, 1947); 

It further appearing, that by petition 
filed April 24, 1962, as amended, Hennis 
Freight Lines, Inc., and four other motor 
common carriers, seek to extend the 
northern limits of the Cincinnati, com¬ 
mercial zone as defined; 

It further appearing, that investiga¬ 
tion of the matters and things involved 
in said petition having been made, and 
upon due notice hearing on said petition 
having been held by the examiner, who 
has made and filed a report herein con¬ 
taining his findings of fact and conclu¬ 
sions thereon, which report is hereby 
made a part hereof: 

It is ordered, That this proceeding be, 
and it is hereby, reopened for further 
consideration; 

It is further ordered, That the order 
entered in this proceeding on Janu¬ 
ary 24, 1947 (49 CFR 170.7), be, and 
it is hereby, vacated and set aside and 
the following revision is hereby substi¬ 
tuted in lieu thereof: 


§ 170.7 Cincinnati, Ohio. 


The zone adjacent to, and commer¬ 
cially a part of, Cincinnati, Ohio, and 
contiguous municipalities in which 
transportation by motor vehicle, in inter¬ 
state or foreign commerce, not under a 
common control management, or ar¬ 
rangement for a continuous carriage or 
shipment to or from a point beyond the 
zone, will be partially exempt from reg¬ 
ulation, under section 203(b)(8) of the 
act is hereby defined to include the 
following: 


Addyston, Ohio. 
Cheviot, Ohio. 
Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Cleves, Ohio. 
Elmwood Place, 
Ohio. 

Fairfax, Ohio. 
Mariemont, Ohio. 
North Bend, Ohio. 


Norwood, Ohio. 

Saint Bernard, Ohio. 
Springfield Town¬ 
ship, Ohio. 
Sycamore Township, 
Ohio. 

Covington, Ky. 
Newport, Ky. 


That part of Butler County, Ohio, bounded 
by a line commencing at the intersection of 
the Butler-Hamilton County line and Ohio 
Highway 4 and extending along said high¬ 
way to its intersection with Mulhauser Road, 
thence in an easterly direction along said 
road to the terminus thereof west of the 
tracks of the Pennsylvania Railroad, thence 
continuing easterly in a straight line to 
Allen Road, thence along the latter to the 
junction thereof with U.S. Highway 25, 


thence southerly along U.S. Highway 25 to 
the Butler-Hamilton county line, thence 
westerly along said line to the point of 
beginning. 

That part of Kenton County, Ky., lying on 
and north of a line commencing at the inter¬ 
section of the Kenton-Boone County line 
and Dixie Highway, and extending over the 
latter to the corporate limits of Covington, 
including communities on the described 
line. 

That part of Campbell County, Ky., lying 
on and north of a line commencing at the 
south corporate limits of Newport and ex¬ 
tending along Licking Pike to junction with 
Johns Hill Road, thence along the latter to 
junction Alexandria Pike, thence along the 
latter to junction with a county road, thence 
over the latter to the Ohio River, including 
communities on the described line. 

That part of Boone County, Ky., lying 
north and east of a line beginning at the 
Boone-Kenton County line west of Erlanger, 
Ky., and extending northwesterly along an 
unnumbered highway to the Kenton County 
Airport, thence clockwise around the outer 
perimeter of said airport to the northern tip 
thereof, thence northeasterly along an un¬ 
numbered highway to junction Kentucky 
Highway 20, and thence along the latter to 
the Boone-Kenton County line. 

(49 Stat. 546, as amended; 49 U.S.C. 304, 
Interprets or applies 49 Stat. 543, as 
amended, 544, as amended; 49 U.S.C. 302, 
303) t 

It is further ordered, That this order 
shall become effective on April 12, 1963, 
and continue in effect until further order 
of the Commission; 

And it is further ordered, That notice 
of this order shall be given to the general 
public by depositing a copy thereof in 
the office of the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission at Washington, D.C., and by 
filing a copy thereof with the Director, 
Office of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2403; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:50 a.m.] 


[Ex Parte No. MC-40 (Sub No. 1) ] 

PART 195—HOURS OF SERVICE OF 
DRIVERS 

Qualifications and Maximum Hours of 
Service of Employees of Motor Car¬ 
riers and Safety of Operation and 
Equipment 

At a session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Motor Carrier Board 
No. 2, held in Washington, D.C., on the 
21st day of February A.D. 1963. 

The matter of hours of service of 
drivers under the Motor Carrier Safety 
Regulations as discussed and prescribed 
by Commission Report and Order of 
March 29, 1962, and as prescribed by 
Commission Order of October 5, 1962, 
being under consideration, and 

It appearing, that amendment of para¬ 
graph (a) of § 195.3 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations (49 CFR 195.3(a)), re¬ 
lating to maximum driving time, and 
paragraphs (j) and (r) of § 195.8 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations (49 CFR 
195.8 (j) and (r)) relating to the time 
base of drivers’ daily logs and the filing 
of drivers’ logs, is warranted and good 
cause appearing therefor; 


It further appearing that these amend¬ 
ments are for the purpose of clarifying 
the maximum driving time provision con¬ 
sistent with the purpose of the Commis¬ 
sion as stated in its report, (89 M.C.C. 
19), and to clarify the basis for com¬ 
puting 7 or 8 consecutive days when using 
noon-to-noon drivers’ logs and the pro¬ 
vision for filing drivers’ logs, and con¬ 
stitute some relaxation of the presently 
prescribed requirements, and therefore, 
pursuant to section 4(a) of the Admin¬ 
istrative Procedure Act (60 Stat. 237, 5 
U.S.C. 1003) for good cause it is found 
that notice of proposed rule making is 
unnecessary; 

• Upon consideration of the record and 
good cause appearing therefor, 

It is ordered, That paragraph (a) of 
§ 195.3 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions (49 CFR 195.3(a)) and paragraphs 
(j) and (r) of § 195.8 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations (49 CFR 195.8 (j) 
and (r)), be, and they are hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 195.3 Maximum driving and on-duty 
lime. 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph 
(c) of this section and in § 195.10, no 
motor carrier shall permit or require any 
driver used by it* to drive nor shall any 
such driver drive more than 10 hours 
following 8 consecutive hours off-duty 
or drive for any period after having 
been on duty 15 hours following 8 con¬ 
secutive hours off-duty: Provided, how¬ 
ever, That drivers using sleeper berth 
equipment, or off-duty at a natural gas 
or oil well location, may cumulate the 
aforementioned total of at least eight 
hours off-duty in two periods of at least 
two hours each, resting in a sleeper 
berth, as defined in § 195.2(g), or resting 
while off-duty in other sleeping accom¬ 
modations at a natural gas or oil well 
location. 

§ 195.8 Driver’s daily log. 

***** 

(j) Time base to be used. The log 
shall be prepared, maintained, and sub¬ 
mitted, using the time standard in ef¬ 
fect at the driver’s home terminal, for 
a 24-hour calendar day beginning at 
midnight: Provided, however, That if 
written notification is given by a carrier 
to the District Director of the Bureau of 
Motor Carriers for the district in which 
the carrier’s principal office is located, 
drivers of any named terminal or ter¬ 
minals of the carrier may prepare logs 
for a 24-hour period beginning at noon 
of one day and ending at noon of the 
next succeeding day. For drivers pi^“ 
paring logs on a noon-to-noon basis, the 
term 7 or 8 consecutive days means the 
period of 7 or 8 consecutive days begin¬ 
ning at 12:01 p.m., on any day. 

***** 

(r) Filing driver's log. The driver 
shall forward each day the original log 
to his home terminal or to the motor 
carrier’s principal place of busiI \ e ?f v 
When the services of a driver are used oy 
more than one carrier during any calen¬ 
dar day, the driver shall furnish eac^ 
such carrier a copy of the log c ont aiI ^ 
full and complete entries including: T 
entry of all duty time for the en j 
day; the name of each such car 
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served by the driver that day; and the 
beginning and finishing time, showing 
a.m. or p.m., worked for each carrier. 
Motor carriers when using a driver for 
the first time or intermittently shall re¬ 
quire such drivers to furnish true and 
accurate copies of logs covering the im¬ 
mediately preceding six days except that, 
as to any driver who, under these regula¬ 
tions, has not been required to prepare 
logs during the immediately preceding 
six days, the carrier shall obtain from 
the driver a signed statement giving the 
total time on duty during the said six 
days and the date and time at which 
such driver was last relieved from duty 
prior to beginning work for such carrier. 

(Sec. 204, 49 Stat. 546, as amended; 49 
U.S.C. 304) 

It is further ordered. That this order 
shall be effective March 30, 1963, and 
shall continue in effect until further 
order of the Commission. 

And it is further ordered, That notice 
of this order shall be given to the general 
public by depositing a copy thereof in 
the office of the Secretary of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., and by filing a copy thereof 
with the Director, Office of the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission, Motor Carrier 
Board No. 2. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

IF.R. Doc. 63-2404; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:50 ajn.] 


Title 50—WILDLIFE AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter I—Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior 

PART 33—SPORT FISHING 

Yazoo National Wildlife Refuge, 
Mississippi 

The following special regulation is is¬ 
sued and is effective on date of publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register. 

§ 33.5 Special regulations; sport fish¬ 
ing; for individual wildlife refuge 
areas. 

Mississippi 

YAZOO NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Sport fishing on the Yazoo National 
Wildlife Refuge, Mississippi, is suspended 
for the 1963 season. 

The fishing area has been renovated 
and the tentative plans are to restock 
during the current year; however, this 
will not be completed in time for fishing 
this year. 

Walter A. Gresh, 
Regional Director, Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. 

February 27,1963. 

[FM. Doc. 63-2388; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:48 a.m.] 





Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Research Service 
[ 9 CFR Part 74 ] 

SCABIES IN SHEEP 

Proposed Eradication Area in 
Missouri 

Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with section 4 of the Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act (5 U.S.C. 1003) that, pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of the Act of 
May 29,1884, as amended, the Act of Feb¬ 
ruary 2, 1903, as amended, and the Act 
of March 3, 1905, as amended (21 U.S.C. 
111-113, 115, 117, 120, 121, 123-126), it 
is proposed to amend § 74.3(a) of Part 
74, Subchapter C, Chapter I, Title 9, 
Code of Federal Regulations, by adding 
all counties north of the Missouri River, 
in the State of Missouri, to the list of 
areas therein designated as eradication 
areas since the cooperative sheep scabies 
eradication program is now being con¬ 
ducted in such counties. These coun¬ 
ties are presently included in the infected 
areas as sheep scabies is known to exist 
in such counties. 

Any person who wishes to submit 
written data, views, or arguments con¬ 
cerning the proposed amendment may 
do so by filing them with the Director, 
Animal Disease Eradication Division, 
Agricultural Research Service, United 
States Department of Agriculture, Wash¬ 
ington 25, D.C., within 45 days after 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 1st 
day of March 1963. 

M. R. Clarkson, 

Acting Administrator , 
Agricultural Research Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2400; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:50 a.m.] 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

[ Airspace Docket No. 62-AL-19 ] 

CONTROL ZONE AND TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed Alteration 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR 
11.65), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
amendments to Part 71 [New] of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

The Annette Island, Alaska, control 
zdne is presently designated within a 
5-mile radius of Annette Island Airport 
(latitude 55°02'30" N., longitude 131°34' 
05" W.); within 2 miles either side of 
the Annette Island radio range north 
course extending from the 5-mile radius 

2238 


zone to 12 miles north of the radio range, 
and within 2 miles either side of the 
Annette Island radio range south course 
extending form the 5-mile radius zone 
to 12 miles south of the radio range. 
The Annette Island transition area is 
presently designated as that airspace ex¬ 
tending upward from 1,200 feet above 
the surface within 22 miles southwest 
and 17 miles northeast of the 142° and 
322° True bearing from the Annette 
Island radio range, extending from 40 
miles northwest of the radio range south¬ 
east to a line 3 miles north of and parallel 
to the United States/Canadian border, 
excluding the airspace within Federal 
airways. 

To implement the provisions of 
Amendments 60-21 (26 F.R. 570) and 
60-29 027 F.R. 4012) to the Civil Air 
Regulations, Part 60—Air Traffic Rules, 
in the Annette Island terminal area, the 
Federal Aviation Agency has under con¬ 
sideration the following airspace actions: 

1. Alter the Annette Island control 
zone by redesignating it within a 5-mile 
radius of Annette Island Airport (lati¬ 
tude 55°02'30" N., longitude 131°34'05" 
W.) and within 2 miles either side of a 
169° True bearing from the Annette Is¬ 
land radio range extending from the 5- 
mile radius zone to 8 miles south of the 
radio range. 

This control zone would provide pro¬ 
tection for aircraft executing prescribed 
instrument approach and departure pro¬ 
cedures at the Annette Island Airport. 

2. Alter the Annette Island transition 
area by redesignating it as that airspace 
extending upward from 700 feet above 
the surface within 2 miles either side of 
Annette Island ILS localizer northwest 
course extending from 5 miles northwest 
to 15.5 miles northwest of the Annette 
Island Airport, and that airspace extend¬ 
ing upward from 1,200 feet above the 
surface within 22 miles southwest and 17 
miles northeast of the 142° and 322° True 
bearings from the Annette Island radio 
range extending from 40 miles northwest 
of the radio range to a line 3 miles north 
of and parallel to the United States/ 
Canadian border. 

This transition area would provide 
protection for aircraft executing pre¬ 
scribed holding pattern procedures in the 
Annette Island terminal area and for 
aircraft executing prescribed instrument 
approach and departure procedures at 
the Annette Island Airport. Communi¬ 
cations within the transition area would 
be provided by the FAA’s Annette Island 
control tower and Flight Service Station. 
The floors of the airways that traverse 
this transition area would automatically 
coincide with the floor of the transition 
area. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Assistant 
Administrator, Alaskan Region, Attn; 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, P.O. Box 440, Anchorage, 


Alaska. All communications received 
within forty-five days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register 
will be considered before action is taken 
on the proposed amendment. No public 
hearing is contemplated at this time, 
but arrangements for informal confer¬ 
ences with Federal Aviation Agency offi¬ 
cials may be made by contacting the Re¬ 
gional Air Traffic Division Chief, or the 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Division, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, Washington 25, 
D.C. Any data, views or arguments pre¬ 
sented during such conferences must also 
be submitted in writing in accordance 
with this notice in order to become part 
of the record for consideration. The 
proposal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room A-103, 1711 New York 
AVenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available for 
examination at the office of the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 28,1963. 

W. Thomas Deason, 
Assistant Chief , 
Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2371; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


E 14 CFR Part 71 [New! 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 62-SW-57] 

FEDERAL AIRWAY SEGMENT 
Proposed Revocation 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.65), 
notice is hereby given that the Federal 
Aviation Agency is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 [New] of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations, the substance 
of which is stated below. 

Intermediate altitude airway V-l*w & 
extends in part as a 16-mile wide airway 
from the Truth or Consequences, N. Mex., 
VOR via the St. Johns, N. Mex., VOR W 
the Zuni, N. Mex., VOR. The Federal 
Aviation Agency (FAA) has under con¬ 
sideration the revocation of this seg¬ 
ment of V-1625. The FAA’s latest 
peak-day airway traffic survey shows n 
aircraft movements on this segment 
V-1625. Therefore, it appears that me 
retention of this airway segment is u * 
justified as an assignment of airsp * tp 
Accordingly, the FAA proposes to revo 
this segment of V-1625. h 

Interested persons may submit su 
written data, views or arguments as 
may desire. Communications shouia Qnt 
submitted in triplicate to the Assist 
Administrator, Southwest Region, A 
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Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avi¬ 
ation Agency, P.O. Box 1689, Fort 
Worth 1, Tex. All communications re¬ 
ceived within forty-five days after pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
No public hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but arrangements for informal con¬ 
ferences with Federal Aviation Agency 
officials may be made by contacting the 
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief, or 
the Chief, Airspace Utilization Division, 
Federal Aviation Agency, Washington 25, 
D.C. Any data, views or arguments 
presented during such conferences must 
also be submitted in writing in accord¬ 
ance with this notice in order to become 
part of the record for consideration* 
The proposal contained in this notice 
may be changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room A-103, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available 
for examination at the office of the 
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 28,1963. 

W. Thomas Deason, 
Assistant Chief , 
Airspace Utilization Division . 

(F.R. Doc. 63-2373; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


I 14 CFR Part 71 [New! ] 

[ Airspace Docket No. 62-SW-64] 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Designation 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.65), 
notice is hereby given that the Federal 
Aviation Agency is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 [New] of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations, the substance 
of which is stated below. 

The Federal Aviation Agency has un¬ 
der consideration the designation of a 
transition area at Ardmore, Okla. This 
transition area would be designated as 
that airspace extending upward from 
700 feet above the surface within a 7- 
mile radius of the Ardmore Municipal 
Airport (latitude 34°18'00" N., longitude 
97 e 00'50" W.) ; within 2 miles either side 
of the Ardmore VOR 233° and 053° True 
radials extending from the 7-mile radius 
area to 8 miles southwest of the VOR; 
nft^o^? miles either side of the 265° and 
bearings from the Ardmore 
radio beacon extending from the 7-mile 
ius area to 8 miles west of the radio 
and deluding that airspace ex- 
tending upward from 1,200 feet above 

Arrim rfa ^ e within a 25-mile radius of the 
Ardmore Municipal Airport. 

th#» that traverse 

area pr °P° sed herein would 

the t^ . aUy coincide wi th the floor of 
tne transition area. 

No. 46- 3 


The actions proposed herein would 
raise portions of the Sherman, Tex., and 
Fort Worth, Tex., control area exten¬ 
sions from 700 feet above the surface to 

1,200 feet above the surface. Thus, air¬ 
space would be made available for other 
uses, yet retaining sufficient controlled 
airspace to provide protection for air¬ 
craft executing prescribed holding, ar¬ 
rival and departure procedures within 
the Ardmore terminal area. Certain 
minor revisions to prescribed instrument 
procedures would be effected in conjunc¬ 
tion with the actions proposed herein, 
but operational complexity would not be 
introduced nor would aircraft perform¬ 
ance or present landing minimums be ad¬ 
versely affected. 

Changes to procedures and minimum 
instrument flight rule altitudes that 
would be required may be examined by 
contacting the Chief, Airspace Utiliza¬ 
tion Branch, Air Traffic Division, South¬ 
west Region, Federal Aviation Agency, 
P.O. Box 1689, Fort Worth 1, Tex. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Assistant 
Administrator, Southwest Region, Attn: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, P.O. Box 1689, Fort Worth 
1, Tex. All communications received 
within forty-five days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register 
will be considered before action is taken 
on the proposed amendment. No public 
hearing is contemplated at this time, but 
arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Agency officials 
may be made by contacting the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief, or the Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Division, Federal 
Aviation Agency, Washington 25, D.C. 
Any data, views or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted in writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Docket Section, Federal Aviation Agency, 
Room A-103, 1711 New York Avenue 
NW., Washington 25, D.C. An informal 
Docket will also be available for exami¬ 
nation at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 28, 1963. 

W. Thomas Deason, 
Assistant Chief , 
Airspace Utilization Division . 

[PH. Doc. 63-2372; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


I 14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 62-SW-66] 

CONTROL ZONE, TRANSITION AREA 
AND CONTROL AREA EXTENSION 

Proposed Alteration, Designation, 
and Revocation 

Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR 


11.65), notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Agency is considering 
amendments to Part 71 INewl of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

The following controlled airspace is 
designated in the Lufkin, Tex., terminal 
area: 

1. The Lufkin control zone is desig¬ 
nated within a 3-mile radius of the An¬ 
gelina County Airport; within 2 miles 
either side of the 157° True bearing from 
the airport extending from the 3-mile 
radius zone to 14 miles southeast of the 
airport and within 2 miles either side of 
the 304° True bearing from the Lufkin 
radio beacon extending from the 3-mile 
radius zone to 10 miles northwest of the 
radio beacon. 

2. The Lufkin control area extension 
is designated within a 25-mile radius of 
the Lufkin VOR, including the airspace 
south of Lufkin bounded on the west by 
V-13 east alternate, on the south by 
V-222 north alternate and on the east 
by V—289. 

To implement the provisions of CAR 
Amendments 60-21/60-29 in the Lufkin 
terminal area, the Federal Aviation 
Agency has under consideration the fol¬ 
lowing airspace actions: 

1. Redesignate the Lufkin control zone 
within a 5-mile radius of the Angelina 
County Airport (latitude 31°14'03" N., 
longitude 94°45'01" W.) and within 2 
miles either side of the 304° True bear¬ 
ing from the Lufkin radio beacon ^ex¬ 
tending from the 5-mile radius zone to 
8 miles northwest of the radio beacon. 

2. Revoke the Lufkin control area ex¬ 
tension and designate the Lufkin transi¬ 
tion area. The proposed transition area 
would extend upward from 700 feet above 
the surface within 8 miles east and 5 
miles west of the Lufkin VOR 157° True 
radial extending from the VOR to 12 
miles south; within 2 miles either side of 
the Lufkin VOR 337° True radial ex¬ 
tending from the VOR to the arc of a 
5-mile radius circle centered at the 
Angelina County Airport; within 8 miles 
southwest and 5 miles northeast of the 
304° True bearing from the Lufkin radio 
beacon extending from the radio beacon 
to 12 miles northwest; and would include 
that airspace extending upward from 

1,200 feet above the surface within a 25- 
mile radius of the Lufkin VOR. 

3. The floors of the airways that tra¬ 
verse the transition area proposed herein 
would automatically coincide with the 
floor of the transition area. 

The actions proposed herein would 
raise the floor of controlled airspace be¬ 
yond the immediate vicinity of the 
Angelina County Airport from 700 to 

1,200 feet and, as a result, would make 
such airspace available for other uses, yet 
sufficient controlled airspace would be 
retained to provide adequate protection 
to aircraft executing prescribed holding, 
arrival, departure and radar vector pro¬ 
cedures (radar service is provided by the 
San Antonio ARTC Center through the 
use of long-range radar) within the Luf¬ 
kin terminal area. Certain minor revi¬ 
sions to prescribe instrument procedures 
would be effected in conjunction with 
the actions proposed herein, but opera-* 
tional complexities would not be intro¬ 
duced nor would aircraft performance, 
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either aircraft or present landing mini- 
mums, be adversely affected. 

Specific and detailed changes to pro¬ 
cedures and minimum instrument flight 
rules altitudes that would be required 
may be examined by contacting the 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Branch, Air 
Traffic Division, Southwest Region, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, P.O. Box 1689, 
Forth Worth 1, Tex. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Assistant 
Administrator, Southwest Region, Attn: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, P.O. Box 1689, Fort Worth 
1, Tex. All communications received 
within forty-five days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register 
will be considered before action is taken 
on the proposed amendment. No public 
hearing is contemplated at this time, but 
arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Agency officials 
may be made by contacting the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief, or the Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Division, Federal 
Aviation Agency, Washington 25, D.C. 
Any data, views or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted in writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of 
the record for consideration. The pro¬ 
posal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room A-103, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An 
informal Docket will also be available for 
examination at the office of the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 
1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 28,1963. 

W. Thomas Deason, 
Assistant Chief , 
Airspace Utilization Division . 

[P.B. Doc. 63-2370; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:46 ajn.] 


[14 CFR Part 75 [New! ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 61-WA-174] 

JET ROUTE AND ASSOCIATED JET 
ADVISORY AREA 

Withdrawal of Proposed Alteration 

In a notice of proposed rule making 
published in the Federal Register as Air¬ 
space Docket No. 61-WA-174 on Octo¬ 
ber 7, 1961 (26 F.R. 9518), it was stated 
that the Federal Aviation Agency (FAA) 
proposed to extend Jet Route No. 101 and 
its associated radar jet advisory area 
from the Northbrook, Ill., VORTAC to 
the Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., VOR via the 
Milwaukee, Wis., VORTAC and the 
Green Bay, Wis. /VORTAC. 

Subsequent to publication of the no¬ 
tice, the FAA has determined that a fur¬ 
ther review of the jet route requirements 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


and configuration in this area is desirable 
prior to taking any action. In the event 
that circumstances indicate a future need 
for this proposed route, it will be reis¬ 
sued as a notice of proposed rule making 
with opportunity for comment by in¬ 
terested persons. 

In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.65), 
notice is hereby given that the proposal 
contained in Airspace Docket No. 61- 
WA-174 is withdrawn. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749 ; 49 UJS.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 28, 1963. 

W. Thomas Deason, 

Assistant Chief , 
Airspace Utilization Division . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2374; Filed,; Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Part 9 1 

[Docket No. 14452; FCC 63-193] 

FREQUENCIES, FREQUENCY STABILITY 
AND DEFINITIONS 

Second Further Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making 

1. The Commission on November 21, 
1962, adopted a further notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making in the above-entitled 
proceeding. This further notice was pri¬ 
marily concerned with the frequency 
tolerances of the Radio Regulations of 
the International Telecommunication 
Union, Geneva (1959) which applied to 
land stations and certain mobile stations 
in the band 100-470 Mc/s. 

2. In response to this further notice, 
the Commission has received, in addition 
to comments, requests from Aeronauti¬ 
cal Radio, Inc. (ARINC) and the Air¬ 
craft Owners and Pilots Association 
(AOPA) for clarification of certain as¬ 
pects of the further notice. 

3. ARINC requests clarification in the 
following respects: (1) It is not clear 
what is intended to become effective or 
whom (user or supplier) it will affect on 
the four different dates specified. 
ARINC cites, for example, the terms 
‘Transmitters in use” and transmitters 
“installed”; (2) the relationship of the 
type-acceptance requirement to the pres¬ 
ent proposal; and, (3) the category 
“Land Mobile Stations” contained in the 
table is not a category which is author¬ 
ized or likely to be authorized in the 
band 100-136 Mc/s. AOPA requests 
clarification as to whether the words 
“new transmitters” used refer to types 
or models of radio transmitters. 

4. The Commission agrees with re¬ 
spondents that the further notice con¬ 
tains language which could be misin¬ 
terpreted and that it should be clarified 
prior to final action in this proceeding. 
The revision set forth below substitutes 
the word “licensed” for “in use” and “in¬ 
stalled.” The phrase “new transmitters” 


has been expanded to “new types of 
transmitters.” 

5. The type acceptance program is a 
separate matter. It requires that, with 
certain minor exceptions, all transmit¬ 
ters in the Aviation Services must be 
type accepted by January 1, 1965; the 
present proceeding does nothing to 
change this. The revision does, however, 
contain a new footnote number 3 which 
indicates that transmitters for which 
type acceptance is sought, after January 
1, 1964, will be required to meet the ap¬ 
plicable frequency tolerance in the right- 
hand column. 

6. The statement of ARINC concern¬ 
ing the inclusion of frequency tolerances 
for “land Mobile Stations” in the 100- 
136 Mc/s is correct. This statement like 
others contained in its request for clari¬ 
fication are matters more properly re¬ 
served for comments and for treatment 
in a Report and Order; however, in view 
of the fact that a revision is being is¬ 
sued, the category “Land Mobile Sta¬ 
tions” will be deleted from the 100-136 
Mc/s band. The same is true of fixed 
stations and this class of stations also is 
deleted from the band 100-136 Mc/s. 

7. The Commission, in reviewing the 
previous notice and further notice, has 
found that radionavigation stations and 
the corresponding Geneva frequency 
tolerances have been omitted. This was 
an oversight and the appropriate entries 
are now included and set forth below. 

8. In view of the foregoing, the Com¬ 
mission proposes to amend Part 9 of its 
rules and regulations as set forth below. 

9. The proposed amendments to the 
rules, as set forth below are issued pur¬ 
suant to the authority contained in 
section 303 (e), (f), and (r) of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended. 

10. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set forth in § 1.213 of the Commission’s 
rules, interested persons may file com¬ 
ments on or before March 25, 1963, and 
reply comments on or before April 14, 
1963. All relevant and timely comments 
and reply comments will be considered 
by the Commission before final action 
is taken in this proceeding. In reach¬ 
ing its decision in this proceding, the 
Commission may also take into account 
other relevant information before it, in 
addition to the specific comments invited 
by this notice. 

11. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.54 of the Commission’s rules, an 
original and 14 copies of all statements, 
briefs, or comments filed shall be fur¬ 
nished the Commision. 

Adopted: February 28, 1963 

Released: March 1, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

The table In § 9.180(a) Is amended W 
adding footnote designator 2 to the hea - 
note of the second and third columns, 
adding footnote designator 3 to the hea - 
note of the second column, amending 
entries for Items 1, 4, 5, and 6, adol 
a new Item 7, amending footnote 2, an 
by adding new footnote 3. 
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§ 9.180 Frequency Stability, 

(a) * * * 


Frequency bands (lower limit 
exclusive, upper limit inclu¬ 
sive) and categories of sta¬ 
tions 

Tolerances 
applicable 
until Jan. 1, 
1966 , 1 2 2 to 
types of 
transmit¬ 
ters licensed 
before Jan. 
1, 1964 3 

Tolerances 
applicable 
to types of 
transmit¬ 
ters not 
licensed be¬ 
fore Jan. 1, 
1964, and to 
all trans¬ 
mitters 
after Jan. 1, 
1966 1 2 

(1) Band—10 to 536 kc/s: 



Land stations___ 

0.01 

0.01 

Mobile stations_ 

.02 

.02 

Radionavigation stations_ 

*.02 

*. 01 

* * * 

* * * 

* * * 

(4) Band—29.7 to 100 Mc/s: 
Fixed stations: 



Power 200 w or less_ 

*.01 

*.006 

Power above 200 w_ 

.01 

.003 

Land stations: 



Power 15 w or less_ 

.01 

.006 

Powerfabove 15 w_ 

.01 

.002 

Mobile stations: 



Power 5 w or less_ 

.01 

.01 

Power above 5 w_ 

.01 

.005 

Radionavigation stations.... 

.01 

.01 

(6) Band—100 to 136 Mc/s: 



Land stations.. 

**. 01 

**.003 

Mobile stations: 

Survival craft stations. 

♦*. 01 

**.006 

Aircraft and all other mo¬ 



bile stations__ 

**.01 

**.003 

Radionavigation stations.... 

*. 01 

*.005 

(6) Band—136 to 470 Mc/s: 
Fixed stations: 



Power 50 w or less.. 

*.01 

*.005 

Power above 50 w.. 

*.01 

*.002 

Land stations__ 

.01 

.005 

Mobile stations: 

Land mobile stations with 

power above 5 w _ 

.01 

.002 

Aircraft and all other mo¬ 



bile stations... 

.01 

.005 

Radionavigation stations_ 

*. 01 

*.006 

(7) All stations on frequencies 



above 470 Mc/s__ 

.01 

.01 


1 Jan. 1,1970, in the case of all tolerances marked with 
an asterisk. 

2 Jan. 1,1973, in the case of all tolerances marked with 
a double asterisk. 

3 Frequency tolerances in the right-hand column will 
apply to any transmitters which are type accepted by the 
Commission pursuant to a request received after Jan. 1, 
1964. 


\ 


|FJl. Doc. 63-2426; Filed; Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:53 a.m.] 




























Notices 


HOUSING AND HOME 
FINANCE AGENCY 

Office of the Administrator 
ATTESTING OFFICERS 
Designation 

Emily A. Amor, Mary F. Dennis, and 
Rosalind S. Jamison are hereby desig¬ 
nated Attesting Officers for the Office of 
the Administrator, Housing and Home 
Finance Agency, and each is authorized 
to affix the seal of the Housing and Home 
Finance Agency to such documents as 
may require its application and to certify 
that copies of any books, records, papers, 
or other documents are true copies of 
those in the files of the Office of the Ad¬ 
ministrator, Housing and Home Finance 
Agency. 

This designation supersedes the desig¬ 
nation effective February 19, 1958 (23 
F.R. 1103, Feb. 19, 1958). 

(62 Stat. 1283 (1948), as amended by 64 Stat. 
80 (1950), 12 U.S.C. 1701c) 

Effective as of the 7th day of March 
1963. 

Robert C. Weaver, 
Housing and Home 

Finance Administrator. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2407; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:51 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Comptroller of the Currency 

FIRST-CITIZENS BANK AND TRUST CO. 
AND CAROLINA INDUSTRIAL BANK 

Notice of Report to Board of Directors, 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corpo¬ 
ration on the Competitive Factors 
Involved in Merger Application 

On January 7, 1963, the Board of Di¬ 
rectors of the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation, pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 1828 
(c), requested that the Comptroller of 
the Currency report on the competitive 
factors involved in the proposed merger 
of the Carolina Industrial Bank, Ashe¬ 
ville, North Carolina, into the First- 
Citizens Bank and Trust Company, 
Smithfield, North Carolina. 

On February 15, 1963, the Comptroller 
of the Currency reported that approval 
of the merger, by bringing an additional 
source of funds into Asheville, would 
heighten competition in that city. 

Copies of this report are available on 
request to the Comptroller of the Cur¬ 
rency, Washington 25, D.C. 

Dated: February 28, 1963. 

[SEAL] A. J. FaTJLSTICH, 

Administrative Assistant to the 
Comptroller of the Currency. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2408; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:51 ajn.] 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF APPA¬ 
LACHIA AND FIRST NATIONAL 

BANK OF BIG STONE GAP 

Notice of Decision Granting 
Application To Merge 

On December 10, 1962, the $8.5 million 
First National Bank of Appalachia, 
Appalachia, Virginia, and the $3.6 million 
First National Bank of Big Stone Gap, 
Big Stone Gap, Virginia, applied to the 
Comptroller of the Currency to merge 
under the charter of the former and with 
the title, “First National Bank of South¬ 
west Virginia.” 

On February 15, 1963, the Comptroller 
of the Currency granted this application, 
effective on or after February 25, 1963. 

Copies of this decision are available 
on request to the Comptroller of the 
Currency, Washington 25, D.C. 

Dated: February 28,1963. 

[SEAL] A. J. FATJLSTICH, 

Administrative Assistant to the 
Comptroller of the Currency. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2409; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:51 a.m.J 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK AND TRUST 

COMPANY OF CUMBERLAND AND 
SECOND NATIONAL BANK OF 

CUMBERLAND 

Notice of Decision Granting 
Application To Merge 

On November 26, 1962, The Second 
National Bank of Cumberland, Cumber¬ 
land, Maryland, and The First National 
Bank and Trust Company of Cumber¬ 
land, Cumberland, Maryland, applied to 
the Comptroller of the Currency for 
permission to merge under the charter 
of the latter and with the title, “The 
First-Second National Bank and Trust 
Company.” 

On February 15, 1963, the Comptroller 
of the Currency granted this application, 
effective on or after February 21, 1963. 

Copies of this decision are available 
on request to the Comptroller of the 
Currency, Washington 25, D.C. 

Dated: February 28,1963. 

[SEAL] A. J. FATJLSTICH, 

Administrative Assistant to the 
Comptroller of the Currency. 

[FR. Doc. 63-2410; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:51 a.m.] 


HOME NATIONAL BANK OF BROCK¬ 
TON AND PLYMOUTH NATIONAL 
BANK 

Notice of Decision Granting 
Application To Merge 

On December 31, 1962, the $11.2 mil¬ 
lion Plymouth National Bank, Plymouth, 
Massachusetts, and the $36 million Home 
National Bank of Brockton, Brockton, 


Massachusetts, applied to the Comp¬ 
troller of the Currency for permission 
to merge under the charter of the former 
and with the title of “Plymouth-Home 
National Bank”. 

On February 14, 1963, the Comptroller 
of the Currency granted this application, 
effective on or after February 19, 1963. 

Copies of this decision are available 
on request to the Comptroller of the Cur¬ 
rency, Washington 25, D.C. 

Dated: February 28, 1963. 

[SEAL] A. J. FATJLSTICH, 

Administrative Assistant to the 
Comptroller of the Currency. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2411; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:51a.m.] 


Office of the Secretary 

[Dept. Circ. 570, 1962 Rev. Supp. No. 21] 

RELIABLE INSURANCE COMPANY 

Surety Company Acceptable on 
Federal Bonds 

March 1,1963. 

A Certificate of Authority has been is¬ 
sued by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to the following company under the Act 
of Congress approved July 30, 1947, 6 
U.S.C., secs. 6-13, as an acceptable surety 
on Federal bonds. 

An underwriting limitation of $200,- 
000.00 has been established for the com¬ 
pany. Further details as to the extent 
and localities with respect to which the 
company is acceptable as surety on Fed¬ 
eral bonds will appear in the next re¬ 
vision of Department Circular 570, to be 
issued as of June 1, 1963. Copies of the 
circular, when issued, may be obtained 
from the Treasury Department, Bureau 
of Accounts, Surety Bonds Branch, 
Washington 25, D.C. 

State in Which Incorporated, Name of Com¬ 
pany and Location of Principal Executive 

Office 

Ohio 

Reliable Insurance Co., Jacksonville, Fla. 

[seal] John K. Carlock, 

Fiscal Assistant Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 63-2397; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963: 

8:50 a.m.] 

[Dept. Circ. 570,1962 Rev. Supp. No. 22] 

TWIN CITY FIRE INSURANCE CO. 

Surety Company Acceptable on 
Federal Bonds 

March 1,1963. 

A Certificate of Authority has been is¬ 
sued by the Secretary of the Treasury w 
the following company under the Act 
Congress approved July 30, 1947, 
U.S.C., secs. 6-13, as an acceptable surety 
on Federal bonds. .. 

An underwriting limitation of 
000.00 has been established for the co 
pany. Further details as to the extent 
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and localities with respect to which the 
company is acceptable as surety on Fed¬ 
eral bonds will appear in the next revi¬ 
sion of Department Circular 570, to be 
issued as of June 1, 1963. Copies of the 
circular, when issued, may be obtained 
from the Treasury Department, Bureau 
of Accounts, Surety Bonds Branch, 
Washington 25, D. C. 

State in Which Incorporated, Name of Com¬ 
pany and Location of Principal Executive 

Office 

Minnesota 

Twin City Fire Insurance Co., Hartford, 
Conn. 


[SEAL] JOHN K. CARLOCK, 

Fiscal Assistant Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2412; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:51 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[Classification No. 94] 

CALIFORNIA 

Small Tract Classification: Revocation 
February 21,1963. 

1. Effective immediately, F.R. Doc. 48- 
9989, appearing in the issue of Novem¬ 
ber 17, 1948, is hereby revoked as to the 
following lands: 

San Bernardino Meridian 

T. 13 S., R. 1 W., 

Sec. 21, SW 14 NW&, SW&NE 14 , NWy 4 

SE^; 

Sec. 34, NE 14 SE&. 

2. The public lands affected by this 
order are hereby restored as of 10:00 a.m. 
on March 29, 1963, to the operation of 
the pubhc land laws, subject to any valid 
and existing rights, the provisions of ex- 
stmg withdrawals, and the requirements 
01 applicable law, rules, and regulations. 

Virgil L. Bottini, 
District Manager. 

[PR. Doc. 63-2393; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:49 a.m.] 


ALASKA 

Anchorage Townsite; Notice of Sale 
February 28,1963. 

be offprpj 3 . erel ? y given that there will 
Mdder a^i « PUbl c sale t0 the highest 

aaras ssj 

ft's $£ «* >°* w*> 

l 36 sold at not less than 

that amoJfn? pr !f\ No bid exceeding 
made in mnitirV 111 P e accepted unless 
made ° f $1 °' Bids may he 

agent at C l i y an indivldaa l or his 
Further offers S +!f' 1 * h *“ there are no 
sold to the J 0 ,^ wiu he declared 

The hin J and highest bidder. 

Payment for thTl 1 be require d to make 
bidd hig and » aCt at the close of the 
ac ceptabie a persona ^ check will be 

March* 30 ° 1 iofif' re +£ ot sold on Saturday, 

’ 1963, the sale will be ad¬ 


journed until 11 a.m. on Friday, April 5, 
1963, when and thereafter it will be re¬ 
sumed in the Anchorage Land Office on 
the third floor of the Cordova Building 
for another one-hour period or until 
adjourned for resumption at 11 a.m. on 
succeeding Fridays for additional one- 
hour periods until all the lots are sold 
or until the sale is otherwise terminated. 

Notice is hereby given to the right of 
the undersigned or his delegate to re¬ 
appraise the lots or to adjourn, post¬ 
pone, or vacate this sale or continuances 
thereof in whole or in part at any time 
prior to, during, or after completion of 
any sale session where such action ap¬ 
pears to be necessary to protect the gov¬ 
ernment’s interest in the land. 

A qualified purchaser of each lot in 
this sale will, upon tendering full pay¬ 
ment thereof, receive a receipt as evi¬ 
dence of the sale. Patent will be issued 
to the purchaser at a later date without 
any further compliance or action upon 
the purchaser’s part. There are no 
building requirements upon these lots. 

Inquiries concerning these lands 
should be addressed to the Manager, 
Anchorage Land Office, Cordova Building] 
555 Cordova Street, Anchorage, Alaska! 

All persons are warned against viola¬ 
tion of the provisions of 18 U.S.C. 1860, 
prohibiting unlawful combinations or in¬ 
timidation of bidders. 

Following are the lots being offered 
for sale, the area embraced by each, and 
the minimum acceptable bids for these 
lots: 

North Addition No. 4, Townsite of 
Anchorage: 

Block O—Lots 5 and 6 (unit), 8,421 

sq. ft-$ 6,000 

North Addition No. 6 , Townsite of 
Anchorage: 

Block R—Lot 13, 14,000 sq. ft_ 6 700 

Block S—Lot 12, 6,992 sq. ft_ 3 200 

Block W—Lot 8 , 6,695 sq. ft_ 3 , 900 

East Addition, Townsite of Anchor¬ 
age: 

Block 32 B—Lot 2 , 21,000 sq. ft... 14, 000 

George E. M. Gustafson, 
Superintendent of Sales , 

Alaska Railroad Townsite. 

[FJl. Doc. 63-2394; Filed, Mar. 6 , 1963; 

8:49 a.m.] 


If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary 
on the application will be published in 
the Federal Register. A separate no¬ 
tice will be sent to each interested party 
of record. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

Mount Diablo Meridian, Nevada 
T. 21 S., R. 62 E., 

Sec. 23, NEft. NEftNWft, E&SE^; 

Sec. 24; 

Sec. 25, EV&NE&, NWfcNEft, NEfcNW%, 
s y 2 sw 14 , S W % SE ; 

Sec. 35, N/ 2 N/ 2 , SWftSWft, E&SWft. 

T. 21 S., R. 63 E., 

Sec. 19; 

Sec. 20, all except those lands included in 
Patented Mineral Survey 4808* 

Sec. 21, N/ 2 , SW%. N%8B%. SW%SE%; 
Sec. 22, Nfc, Ni/ 2 SWy 4 , SE&SWV 4 , SE%; 
Sec. 25; 

Sec. 26, lots 1, 2, 3 & 4, Ni/ 2 , N&SV4; 

Sec. 27; 

Sec. 28, SEV4NE&, N&NW&, W&SW&. 

se 14 s w 14 . se 14 ; 

Sec. 29, Ni/ 2 NE 14 , NW^, S y 2 S% ; 

Sec. 30, lots 1, 2 & 4, NEft, E%NWfc 
SE&SW&,S%SEft; /4 

Sec. 32; 

Sec. 34, lots 1-6, incl., WV&NE%. 

Sec. 85, lots 1-10, incl., S&SV4; 

Sec. 36. 

T. 22 S., R. 63 E., 

Secs. 1-3, incl.; 

Secs. 10-15, incl.; 

Sec. 21, Ei/ 2 ; 

Secs. 22, 23, 26, 27, 34 & 35. 

T. 23 S., R. 63 E., 

Sec. 2, lots 3, 5, 6 , 7, 11-15, incl., and 18 
S 1 / 2 SW 14 ; 

Sec. 11 , lot 1 and that portion of lot 2 
lying west of the east boundary of U S 
Highway 95. 

T. 22 S., R. 63i/ 2 E. f 
Secs. 1,12 and 13. 

The above area contains approxi¬ 
mately 20,891.20 acres. 

Daniel P. Baker, 

Chief, Division of Lands 
and Minerals Management. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2392; Filed, Mar. 6 , 1963; 
8:49 a.m.] 


NEVADA 

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands 

February 27, 1963. 

The Bureau of Reclamation has filed 
an application. Serial Number Nevada 
059798 for the withdrawal of the lands 
described below, from all forms of ap¬ 
propriation under the public land laws, 
including the mining laws. 

The applicant desires the land for use 
in connection with the proposed South¬ 
ern Nevada Water Supply Project. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all per¬ 
sons who wish to submit comments, sug¬ 
gestions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed withdrawal may present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior, Post 
Office Box, Number 1551, Reno, Nevada. 


[Serial No. Idaho 013853] 

IDAHO 

Order Providing for Opening of 
Public Lands 

March 1, 1963. 

1. In exchange of lands made under 
the provisions of section 8 of the Act 
of June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269); as 
amended June 26, 1936 (49 Stat. 1976; 
43 U.S.C. 315g), the following described 
lands have been reconveyed to the United 
States: 

Boise Meridian, Idaho 
parcel 1 

T. 8 N., R. 33 E., 

Sec. 1 : Lots 3, 4, S/ 2 NW14 • 

The lands are located In Jefferson County 
about 6 miles north of the Monteview post 
office. 

PARCEL 2 

T. 10 N, R. 36 E., 

Sec. 14: NEfc, SE%NW%, E»/ 2 SE 

The lands are located In Clark County 
about 2 miles northeast of Dubois. 
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PARCEL 3 

T. 12 N., R. 33 E. 

Sec. 28: SW&SW&. 

The land is located in Clark County about 
20 miles west of Spencer on the Medicine 
Lodge Creek drainage. 

PARCEL 4 

T. 12 N., R. 36 E., 

Sec. 35: SE%NW%. NWy 4 SWy 4 . 

The land is located in Clark County about 
3 miles southerly from Spencer. 

The areas described aggregate 549.35 
acres. 

2. The lands involved are situated in 
the northwest portion of southeastern 
Idaho and are generally suitable for the 
grazing of livestock. Parcels 1 and 4 
are topographically smooth and level and 
are easily accessible by surfaced high¬ 
way. Only the soils of parcel 1 are of 
tillable quality. The surface relief of 
parcels 2 and 3 are undulating and slop¬ 
ing. Soils are patchy and rocky and lack 
suitability for tillage. Access to the 
lands is by use of range type roads. 

3. No application for these lands will 

be allowed under the homestead, desert 
land, small tract, or any other nonmin¬ 
eral public land law, unless the lands 
have already been classified as valuable, 
or suitable for such type of application, 
or shall be so classified upon considera¬ 
tion of an application. Any application 
that is filed will be considered on its 
merits. The lands will not be subject to 
occupancy or disposition until they have 
been classified. . 

4. Subject to any existing valid rights 
and the requirements of applicable law, 
the lands described in paragraph 1, 
hereof, are hereby opened to filing ap¬ 
plications, selections, and locations in 
accordance with the following: 

a. Applications and selections under 
the nonmineral public land laws and ap¬ 
plications and offers under the mineral 
leasing laws may be presented to the 
Manager mentioned below, beginning on 
the date of this order. Such applica¬ 
tions, selections, and offers will be con¬ 
sidered as filed on the hour and respec¬ 
tive dates shown for the various classes 
enumerated in the following paragraphs: 

(1) Applications by persons having 
prior existing valid settlement rights, 
preference rights conferred by existing 
laws, or equitable claims subject to al¬ 
lowance and confirmation will be adju¬ 
dicated on the facts presented in support 
of each claim or right. All applications 
presented by persons other than those re¬ 
ferred to in this paragraph will be subject 
to the applications and claims men¬ 
tioned in this paragraph. 

(2) All valid applications and selec¬ 
tions under the nonmineral public land 
laws and applications and offers under 
the mineral leasing laws presented prior 
to 10:00 a.m. April 5, 1963, will be con¬ 
sidered as simultaneously filed at that 
hour. Rights under such applications 
and selections and offers filed after that 
hour will be governed by the time of 
filing. 

b. The lands will be open to location 
under the United States mining laws, 
beginning 10:00 a.m. on April 5, 1963. 

5. Persons claiming preference rights 
based upon valid settlement, statutory 
preference, or equitable claims must en¬ 


close properly corroborated statements 
in support of their applications, setting 
forth all facts relevant to their claims. 
Detailed rules and regulations governing 
applications which may be filed pursuant 
to this notice can be found in Title 43 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations. 

6. Inquiries concerning the lands 
should be addressed to the Manager, 
Idaho Land Office, Box 2237, Boise, 
Idaho. 

Michael T. Solan, 
Land Office Manager. 


[F.R. Doc. 63-2390; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:49 a.m.] 


(Serial No. Idaho 013852] 

IDAHO 

Order Providing for Opening of 
Public Lands 

March 1,1963. 

1. The State of Idaho has certified 
that the hereinafter described lands pat¬ 
ented to the State under the provisions 
of section 4 of the Act of August 18, 1894 
(28 Stat. 422, 43 U.S.C. sec. 641), as 
amended, commonly known as the Carey 
Act, have not been reclaimed as required 
by the Carey Act and that water is not 
available for the irrigation of these 
tracts. The State of Idaho, therefore, 
has reconveyed the lands to the United 
States: 

Boise Meridian, Idaho 

T.3N..R. 26 E., 

Sec. 13: SEft8E%. 

Containing 40 acres. 

2. This subdivision is part of the broad 
desert plains area at the lower end of the 
Big Lost River Valley. It is located about 
4 miles south of Arco and is accessible 
by range road. The land is of desert 
character sustaining a stand of sage¬ 
brush and native grasses. The soil is 
generally of tillable quality being of allu¬ 
vial character with a gravel subsoil. 
The surface is near level to very gently 
undulating. 

3. No application for these lands will 
be allowed under the homestead, desert 
land, small tract, or any other nonmin¬ 
eral public land law, unless the lands 
have already been classified as valuable, 
or suitable for such type of application, 
or shall be so classified upon considera¬ 
tion of an application. Any application 
that is filed will be considered on its 
merits. The lands will not be subject to 
occupancy or disposition until they have 
been classified. 

4. Subject to any existing valid rights 
and the requirements of applicable law, 
the lands described in paragraph 1, 
hereof, are hereby opened to filing ap¬ 
plications, selections, and locations in 
accordance with the following: 

a. Applications and selections under 
the nonmineral public land laws and ap¬ 
plications and offers under the mineral 
leasing laws may be presented to the 
Manager mentioned below, beginning on 
the date of this order. Such applica¬ 
tions, selections, and offers will be con¬ 
sidered as filed on the hour and respec¬ 
tive dates shown for the various classes 
enumerated in the following paragraphs: 


(1) Applications by persons having 
prior existing valid settlement rights, 
preference rights conferred by existing 
laws, or equitable claims subject to al¬ 
lowance and confirmation will be ad¬ 
judicated on the facts presented in 
support of each claim or right. All ap¬ 
plications presented by persons other 
than those referred to in this paragraph 
will be subject to the applications and 
claims mentioned in this paragraph. 

(2) All valid applications and selec¬ 
tions under the nonmineral public land 
laws and applications and offers under 
the mineral leasing laws presented prior 
to 10:00 a.m. April 5, 1963, will be con¬ 
sidered as simultaneously filed at that 
hour. Rights under such applications 
and selections and offers filed after that 
hour will be governed by the time of 
filing. 

b. The lands will be open to location 
under the United States mining laws, 
beginning 10:00 a.m. on April 5, 1963. 

5. Persons claiming preference rights 
based upon valid settlement, statutory 
preference, or equitable claims must en¬ 
close properly corroborated statements in 
support of their applications setting 
forth all facts relevant to their claims. 
Detailed rules and regulations governing 
applications which may be filed pursuant 
to this notice can be found in Title 43 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations. 

6. Inquiries concerning the lands 
should be addressed to the Manager, 
Idaho Land Office, Box 2237, Boise, Idaho. 

Michael T. Solan, 
Land Office Manager. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2389; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963: 
8:49 a.m.] 


IDAHO 


Notice of Filing of Plat of Survey 

March 1, 1963. 

1. A plat of survey of the following 
described land, accepted December s, 
1962, will be officially filed in the Lana 
Office, Boise, Idaho, effective at HMW 
a.m. on April 5, 1963: 

Boise Meridian, Idaho 

T. 1 S., R. 37 E., 

Sec. 6: Lots 11, 12, 13; 

Sec. 7: Lots 9, 10, 11, 12, IS. M; 

Sec. 18: Lots 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 

17, 18; 10 

Sec. 19: Lots 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, l 3 - 

The areas described aggregate 325.06 

2. The lands are islands in the Snake 

River and other lands along then 
which were omitted from the P' j 

survey. All of the lands are relative^ 
level with a smooth surface. 1 de - 
is of an alluvial formation. Tneu 
veloped portion of the land consists 
vegetative cover of willows, bna 
brush with an understory of gr • 

of the land along the river 
reclaimed, ^cultivated and oth ^ 
cupied. The lands are typical of ^ 
lands adjoining the Snake R 

3. No application for these J^^ggert 
be allowed under the 

land, small tract, or any oth j an ds 
eral public land law, unless 
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have already been classified as valuable 
or suitable for such type of application, 
or shall be so classified upon considera¬ 
tion of an application. Any application 
that is filed will be considered on its 
merits. The lands will not be subject to 
occupancy or disposition until they have 
been classified. 

4. Subject to any existing valid rights 
and the requirements of applicable law, 
the lands described in paragraph 1 here¬ 
of are hereby opened to the filing of 
applications and selections, in accord¬ 
ance with the following: 

a. Applications and selections under 
the nonmineral public land laws may be 
presented to the Manager mentioned 
below, beginning on the date of this 
order. Such applications and selections 
will be considered as filed on the hour 
and date shown in the following 
paragraphs: 

(1) Applications by persons having 
prior existing valid settlement rights, 
preference rights conferred by existing 
laws, or equitable claims subject to allow¬ 
ance and confirmation will be adjudi¬ 
cated on the facts presented in support 
of each claim or right. All applications 
presented by persons other than those 
referred to in this paragraph will be sub¬ 
ject to the applications and claims men¬ 
tioned in this paragraph. 

(2) All valid applications and selec¬ 
tions under the nonmineral public land 
laws presented prior to 10:00 a.m., April 
5, 1963, will be considered as simul¬ 
taneously filed at that hour. Rights un¬ 
der such applications and selections filed 
after that hour will be governed by the 
time of filing. 

b. The lands have been open to appli¬ 
cations and offers under the mineral 
leasing laws and to locations under the 

mining laws. 

5. Persons claiming preference rights 
based upon valid settlement, statutory 
preference, or equitable claims must en¬ 
close properly corroborated statements 

fnr?v! PP i < ? r i of their a PPiications, setting 
iorth all facts relevant to their claims. 

>»£ regulations _governing 


Any crop year designations on hogs¬ 
heads or in export bills of lading or in 
invoices to foreign buyers, must be the 
same as the crop year designations 
shown in the application for participa¬ 
tion in this program. 

Stephen E. Wrather, 
Director , Tobacco Division , 
Agricultural Marketing Service . 

March 1,1962. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2399; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:50 a.m.] 


Agricultural Research Service 

CERTAIN HUMANELY SLAUGHTERED 
LIVESTOCK 

Identification of Carcasses 

Pursuant to section 4 of the Act of 
August 27, 1958 (7 U.S.C. 1904) and the 
statement of policy thereunder in 9 
CFR Part 181 the following table lists 
the establishments operated under Fed¬ 
eral inspection under the Meat Inspection 
Act (21 U.S.C. 71 et seq.) which were 
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officially reported on February 1, 1963, 
as humanely slaughtering and handling 
on that date the species of livestock 
respectively designated for such estab¬ 
lishments in the table. Establishments 
reported after February 1, as using 
humane methods on February 1 or a 
later date in February, will be listed in 
a supplemental list. Previously pub¬ 
lished lists represented establishments 
reported in January or February 1963 as 
humanely slaughtering and handling the 
designated species of livestock on Janu¬ 
ary 1 or some later date in January 1963 
(28 F.R. 1269, 1378). The establishment 
number given with the name of the 
establishment is branded on each carcass 
of livestock inspected at that establish¬ 
ment. The table should not be under¬ 
stood to indicate that all species of 
livestock slaughtered at a listed estab¬ 
lishment are slaughtered and handled by 
humane methods unless all species are 
listed for that establishment in the table. 
Nor should the table be understood to 
indicate that the affiliates of any listed 
establishment use only humane methods: 


Name of establishments 


Armour and Co_ 

Do.. 

Do___. 

do:~::::::::::::“- -.. 

Do.__._ _ 

Do. . 

Do .. 

Swift and Co.. 

Do. . 

Do."7. 

Do .-- 

Do. ".. 

Do.. . 

Do.... 

do . 7777777777 

Do... . 

Do .::... 

Do....-. .. 

Do. . 

Do. . 

Do. 

Lykes Bros. Inc__ __ 

Pauly Packing Co., Inc7”. 

Hygrade Food Products Corp_.*‘" 

Do_ 7* 

M ickel berrys Food Prod uctsCo 77 

John Morrell and Co_ 

C. Finkbeiner, Inc_____ .—— 


touKS* Which may be filed Pursuant 

nf notice can be found in Title 43 D °.-... 

01 the Code 0 f Federal Regulations. 

be a rtH l !. lneS J C ? ncerning the lands should 
Offic P d p ^ ed i° the Manager > Idaho Land 
Office, P.O. Box 2237, Boise, Idaho. 


IF-R. Doc. 


Michael T. Solan, 
Land Office Manager. 

63-2391: Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:49 a.m.] 


department of agriculture 

Agricultural Marketing Service 

[Arndt. 6] 

TE Xg pKmP NDITIONS for MAK - 

32TORArr« TS UNDER SECTION 

PROGRAMS export payment 

rKOGRAM, CMX 40a 

^ Claims for Payment 

<27 PR 0 2-fo e Qf Ublished Ma rch 10, 1962 

following Dmii’cilf amended to add the 

StoPh io Claim** 0 ? at 1116 end of P ara * 
Hums for payment: 


Do. __ 

Swift and Co. 

Brander Meat Co._ 

The Sperry and Barnes Co__ 77 

Kreinberg and Krasny, Inc_7.7—7" 

Roegelein Provision Co___7.~ 

Kenton Packing Co_7" 

Stark Wetzel and Co., Inc. 

Do...7777777! 

Idaho Meat Packers_ 

Consolidated Dressed Beef Co" Inc7"" 

Malone Packing Co_ 

Somerville Packing Co_7. 

The Quaker Oats Co..."7. 

Minchs Wholesale Meats, Inc777777777 

Eastern Packing Co_ 

Armour and Co .7777777777777 

The Braun Brothers Packing Co 
The Cudahy Packing Co. 

Hill Packing Co.—777777 " 

Edgar Packing Co..7777777 

The E. Kahns Sons Co_.777777 

Hygrade Food Products Corp 

Sugardale Provision Co.. 

Shonyo Packing Co_7 

The Val Decker Packing Co-777777777 

John Engelhorn and Sons_777" 

A. Kochs Sons_11717 

Armour and Co__7.77777 7 

Liberty Packing Co_..7777 77 ~" 

H. Graver and Co...77’ ’ ” 

Contris Packing Co., Inc.. 

West Coast Meat Co., Inc.717777777’ 

Marhoefer Packing Co., Irio_7.777777 

Peyton Packing Co., Inc. ~ 

Superior Packing Co. .. 

Armour and Co_._.777777 7 

Edward J. Kluener, Inc_7777777’ 

R. B. Rice Sausage Co., Inc’77777777777’7’ 


Establishment No, 


2 AG_ 

2 AT.. 

2 AU.7.7 

2B. 

2H... 

2HT.... 

2SA__ 

2SD.. 

3 A.. 

3AF.. 

3 AW*.7. 

3C_.. 

3D.... 

3E_.__. 

3F. 

3FF.. 

3H./_ 

3K.777. 

3N__.. 

3NN. 

3T. 

3UU..7.’ 

8 B__ 

10 . 

12 .....■ 

12G. 

16--- 

17D. 

is...; 

19E.*_ 

20 A. 

2 oq. 7 ; 

20 U. 

23 _*.777777 

25....'._ 

27C_77 


32 A.. 

36.7 

44. 

44A.7 

46 ... 

47 . 

65 .; 

66 .. 

67E 7! 

72. 4 .._. 

74E. 

75_ 

79 . 7 ; 

81. 

83 E... 

84 . 77 


90. 

92.. 


95. 

97... _ ....7 

98... 

100.. 

ioi....7” 

103. . 

110.... 

117....7' 

121.. . 

126___77" 

127. 

139... 

142. 

144.. 


Cattle 


(*) 

■8 

(*) 

8 

T 

o 

s 

(*) 

(*) 

o 

c) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

o 

n 

I 

(*) 

r) 

~cr 

§ 


Calves 


8 

(*) 

TT 

8 


(*) 

(*) 

I 

(*) 

P 


(*) 

“( v r 

7*y 

c7 


Sheep 


w 

>y 

w 

(*) 


8 


8 

(*) 


(*) 

(*> 

7*y 


Goats 


(*) 


Swine 


(*) 


(*) 

7*7 


(*) 

(*) 


.8 

7*r 


(*) 


« 


8 


(*) 


(*) 

<*) 


(*) 

w 


n 


o 

o 


c) 

7*r 

7*r 

7*7 


(*) 


(*) 


(*) 


(*) 

(*) 

'77 


(*) 

(*) 

n 

(•) 

(*) 

(*) 

n 

(*) 


8* 

8 

8 


(*) 


(*) 


norses 


(*). 

7*7 


(*) 
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Name of establishments 


Aurora Packing Co., Inc.. 

Wimp Packing Co... 

Baums Meat Packing_ 

The G. Erhardt Sons. Inc._.. 

Goldring Packing Co., Inc.. 

J. H. Ruth Packing Co.. 

Henry Meyers Sons, Inc... 

Penford Packing Co.... 

Bristol Packing Co. 

John Morrell and Co... 

Nat Buring Packing Co. of Ark., Inc. 

Herman Kcmpers Sons... 

G. Bartusch Packing Co. 

Arena Dressed Beef Co__ 

Siouxland Dressed Beef Co., Div. of 

Needh... 

Montana Packing Co__ 

Wyoming Packing Co. 

Jordan Meat and Livestock Co. 

Wells and Davies, Inc..;__ 

Gunsberg Beef Co. 

Samuels and Co.. Inc. 

Pahler Packing Corn. 

Vermont Dressed Beef Co., Inc. 

Alco Packing Co__ 

Walden Packing Co.. Inc_... 

City Packing Co.. 

Sambol Packing Co... 

Tobin Packing Co., Inc.. 

Meats, Inc... 

Sigman Meat Co., Inc. 

Kanes Dressed Beef. 

Hoosier Veterinary Laboratories, inc. ”11 

Chiapetti Packing Co.... 

National Meat Packers, Inc_ 

B. Constantino and Sons Co. 

South Philadelphia Willowbrook. inc 

Peoples Packing Co..I” 

Kerber Packing Co.” 

Tarpoff Packing Co.. 

McKenney Meat Co.””. 

Volz Packing Co.IIHIIHI 

Cappellino Abattoir..Z_ZZIZZZIIZ 

Gentner Packing Co.. Inc. 

Whitehall Packing Co."" "" 

Joe Doctorman and Son Packing Co., Inc” 

Reliable Packing Co., Inc.... 

Earl Flick Wholesale Meats, Inc_I” 

Monfort Pack in? Co. 

National Food Stores. Inc...””””””” 
Reitz Meat Products Co 

Valley Meat Co.””””' 

Armour and Co 

Landy Packing Co.””””””"""”""" 
The Harris Packing Co 

Wayne Packing Co.I. 

Nebraska Meat Packers, Inc... .. 

A. F. Moyer and Sons. Inc 

McCabe Packing Plant.I”””””” 


Establishment No 

. Cattle 

Calves 

i Sheep 

Goats 

Swine 

Horses 

788. 

- C) 






791. 

- (*) 






792.. 

- (*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 




810. 





811.__ 

- w 

(*) 




818_... 





<'*4 


822. 

. (*) 

. (•) 

: g 

: g 

n 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

n 

(*) 

(*) 

8 

8 

1 

o 

(*) 



\ ) 


827..... 





828.. 

C) 





836... 





837 B.. 




- (*) 


839. 

C) 




843.. 





853.... 

(*) 





857F.. 

(*) 




857G. 





857W.. 


<*) 

(*) 




858. 

860.. 

S 


(*) 

(*) 


867__ 




878.. 

880.... 

883.... 

(*) 

(*) 




. 

. 

. 

885.. 

886.. 

(*) 

(*) 







891... 

(0 





892_ 





893. 




(*) 


899. 

901_ 

(*/ 

n 

(*) 

(*) 

. 

. 

. 

907.. 






912. 




(*) 


916.. 

917. 

918..... 

"To” 

W 

(*) 

n 

(*) 

n 

M 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

n 

(*) 

(*) 

(0 

. 

. 

923.. 

925.1 

929... 





(*) 

(*) 

8 


931. 




932... 






938.... 






939. 






941. 






946. 






949. 

959_ 

(*) 

(*) - 




965_ 

(*) 

(•) . 
o . 
o - 
(*) 
n 

n . 

(*) . 



(*) 


969. 

O - 




981. 





983.. 




(*) - 


1009. 

1085. 

(*) 

n . 

(*) . 







1171.. 





1175. 







1303. 

(*> . 




V / 


1307. 

(*) . 


(*) 




1311. 

c) . 






1312. 

h 

(*) 

(*) - 





295 establishments reported. 


Done at Washington. D.C.. this 21st day of February 1963. 

R. K. Somers, 

Acting Director, Meat Inspection Division, 
Agricultural Research Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 63-2139; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 8:54 a.m.] 


Withdrawal of petitions without preju¬ 
dice of the procedural food additive reg¬ 
ulations (21 CFR 121.52), that American 
Cyanamid Company, Post Office Box 400, 
Princeton, New Jersey, has withdrawn 
its petition (FAP 889), published in the 
Federal Register of August 21, 1962 
(27 F.R. 8320), proposing the issuance of 
a regulation to permit the use of 
chlortetracycline in dairy cattle feed as 
an aid in increasing milk production. 

The withdrawal of this petition is 
without prejudice to a future filing. 

Dated: March 1, 1963. 

J. K. Kirk, 

Assistant Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2414; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:52 a.m.] 


DIVERSEY CORP. 

Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 
Food Additives 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(sec. 409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 
348(b)(5)), notice is given that a peti¬ 
tion (FAP 1060) has been filed by The 
Diversey Corporation, 212 West Monroe 
Street, Chicago 6, Illinois, proposing the 
issuance of a regulation to provide for 
the safe use of cleaning compounds fab¬ 
ricated from sodium hypochlorite, potas¬ 
sium bromide, magnesium oxide, and 
trisodium phosphate, in the washing of 
fruits and vegetables, where such wash¬ 
ing is followed by a potable water rinse. 

Dated: March 1,1963. 

J. K. Kirk, 

Assistant Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2415; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:52 ajn.] 


DOW CHEMICAL CO. 

Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 
Food Additive Acrylamide-Acrylic 
Acid Resin 


Office of the Secretary 
NEVADA 

Designation of Areas for Emergent 
Loans 

loam? J'* 16 pur Pose of making emergent 
WUdaSf » mt 10 section 321 of the Coi 
Act of io^ a 5? ers Home Administratic 
feLni 1 U : s - C - 196D. it has bee 
nampfi , that in the hereinafte: 
natural ri unt * es ln the State of Nevao 
have caused a need ft 

from" cornm Cre ^i not readily availab 
lending banks - cooperate 

sources gencies > Pr other responsibl 


bougie 


Nevada 

Ormsby. 

above^emerirori th ? auth ority set for 
in the abov? n Cy 1 ° ans wU1 not be ma 
eember 31 iqfio amed coun ties after D 
Previously’ rdt' e * cept to applicants wl 
livestock io2?1*5 ! mergency or speci 
assistance and who a 
No. 46-4 


qualify under established policies and 
procedures. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 1st day 
of March 1963. 

Orville L. Freeman, 

Secretary of Agriculture. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2425; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:53 a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU¬ 
CATION, AND W0.FARE 

Food and Drug Administration 
AMERICAN CYANAMID CO. 

Notice of Withdrawal of Petition for 
Food Additive Chlortetracycline 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 (b)), 
notice is given as provided in § 121.52 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 
348(b) (5)), notice is given that a peti¬ 
tion (FAP 1019) has been filed by The 
Dow Chemical Company, Midland, Mich¬ 
igan, proposing the issuance of a regu¬ 
lation to provide for the safe use of 
acrylamide-acrylic acid resin (hydro¬ 
lyzed polyacrylamide) as a flocculant in 
the clarification of sugarcane juice. 
Dated: March 1, 1963. 

J. K. Kirk, 

Assistant Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2416; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:52 a.m.] 


MOORMAN MANUFACTURING CO. 

Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 
Food Additive Ronnel 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
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NOTICES 


409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b)(5)), notice is given that a petition 
(FAP 859) has been filed by Moorman 
Manufacturing Company, Quincy, Illi¬ 
nois, proposing the issuance of an 
amendment to § 121.209 Ronnel to pro¬ 
vide for the safe use of this additive in 
feed and mineral concentrate for beef 
cattle and dairy heifers, for: 

1. Control of horn flys; and 

2. To lower the preslaughter interval 
from 60 days to 21 days. 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


Dated at Washington, D.C., March 4, 
1963. 


[Docket 13939] 

BUSINESS AND ECONOMY FARES 


[SEAL] 


Francis W. Brown, 
Chief Examiner. 


Notice of Prehearing Conference 


[F.R. Doc. 63-2420; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:53 a.m.] 


Dated: March 1,1963. 


J. K. Kirk, 

Assistant Commissioner 

of Food and Drugs. 


[F.R. Doc. 63-2417; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:52 a.m.] 


Notice is hereby given that a prehear¬ 
ing conference in the above-entitled mat¬ 
ter is assigned to be held on March 26, 
1963, at 10:00 a.m., e.s.t., in room 1027, 
Universal Building, Connecticut and 
Florida Avenues NW., Washington, D.C., 
before Examiner Herbert K. Bryan. 

In order to facilitate conduct of the 
conference interested parties are in¬ 
structed to submit to the examiner and 
other parties on or before March 19,1963, 
statements of issues and requests for 
evidence. 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 


[OE Docket No. 63-SO-5] 

COMMONWEALTH THEATERS OF 
PUERTO RICO, INC. 


Determination of Hazard to Air 
Navigation 


AMERICAN CYANAMID CO. 


Notice of Withdrawal of Petition Re¬ 
garding Food Additive Chlortetra- 
cycline 


Dated at Washington, D.C., March 4, 
1963. 


[SEAL] 


Francis W. Brown, 

Chief Examiner. 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(b)), 
notice is given that in accordance with 
§ 121.52 of the procedural food additive 
regulations (21 CFR 121.52), American 
Cyanamid Company, Post Office Box 400, 
Princeton, New Jersey, has withdrawn 
its petition (FAP 614), published in the 
Federal Register of October 2, 1962 (27 
F.R. 9727), proposing the issuance of a 
regulation to provide for the use of 20 
grams to 50 grams of chlortetracycline 
per ton of rabbit feed to promote growth 
and improve feed efficiency. 

The withdrawal of this petition is 
without prejudice to a future filing. 


[F.R. Doc. 63-2418; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:52 a.m.] 


[Docket 13728] 

EASTERN NORTH CAROLINA AREA 


AIRLINE SERVICE AIRPORT INVES¬ 
TIGATION 


Notice of Hearing 


Dated: February 28,1963. 


J. K. Kirk, 

Assistant Commissioner 

of Food and Drugs. 


[F.R. Doc. 63-2405; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:51 a.m.] 


ELANCO PRODUCTS CO. 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended, that a hearing in 
the above-entitled matter will be held on 
April 8, 1963, at 10:00 a.m. in Room 911, 
Universal Building, Florida and Con¬ 
necticut Avenues NW., Washington, D.C., 
before the undersigned Examiner. 

For information concerning the is¬ 
sues involved and other details in this 
proceeding, interested persons are re¬ 
ferred to the prehearing conference re¬ 
port served on November 1, 1962, and 
other documents which are in the docket 
of this proceeding on file in the Docket 
Section of the Civil Aeronautics Board. 


Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 
Food Additives 


Dated at Washington, D.C., March 4, 
1963. 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(sec. 409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 
348(b) (5)), notice is given that a peti¬ 
tion (FAP 660) has been filed by Elanco 
Products Company, a Division of Eli 
Lilly and Company, Indianapolis 6, 
Indiana, proposing the issuance of a reg¬ 
ulation to provide for the safe use of 
3.2 grams to 50 grams per ton of a com¬ 
bination of penicillin plus tylosin, con¬ 
taining not less than 1.2 grams of peni¬ 
cillin, as procaine penicillin, and not less 
than 2 grams of tylosin, as tylosin phos¬ 
phate, per ton of chicken feed, for growth 
promotion and feed efficiency. 


[SEAL] 


Russell A. Potter, 
Hearing Examiner. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2419; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:53 a.m.] 


[Docket 9523 etc.] 

REOPENED PUERTO RICO THIRD- 
CLASS PASSENGER FARE INVESTI¬ 
GATION 


Notice of Oral Argument 


Dated: March 1,1963. 


J.K. Kirk, 

Assistant Commissioner 

of Food and Drugs. 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, as amended, that oral argument in 
the above-entitled matter is assigned to 
be heard on March 20, 1963, at 10:00 
e.s.t., in Room 1027, Universal 


a.m. 


[F.R. Doc. 63-2406; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:51 ajn.] 


Building, Connecticut and Florida Ave¬ 
nues NW., Washington, D.C., before the 
Board. 


The Federal Aviation Agency has 
circularized the following proposal for 
aeronautical comment and has con¬ 
ducted a study to determine its effect 
upon the safe and efficient utilization of 
airspace. 

Commonwealth Theaters of Puerto 
Rico, Inc., Santurce, Puerto Rico, pro¬ 
poses to construct an apartment hotel 
in San Juan, Puerto Rico, at latitude 
18°26'42" North, longitude 66°04'00" 
West. The over-all height of the struc¬ 
ture would be 336 feet above mean sea 
level (270 feet above ground). 

The proposed structure would be 
located approximately 11,650 feet east/ 
southeast of the Isla Grande Airport 
reference point and 18,000 feet west/ 
northwest of the west end of Runway 25 
of the Puerto Rico International Airport. 

Based upon the aeronautical study, it 
is the finding of the Agency that the 
proposed structure would exceed the 
standards contained in § 77.25(a)(1) 
(New) of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions by approximately 177 feet as ap¬ 
plied to the Isla Grande Airport and 
would require an increase from 500 to 
600 feet in the straight-in landing mim- 
mums for standard instrument approach 
procedures AL-784-ADF and AI^784- 
VOR-4 to the Puerto Rico International 

Airport. , « 

The study disclosed that the proposed 
structure would have no substantial ad¬ 
verse effect upon aeronautical operations 
at the Isla Grande Airport. This air¬ 
port is a visual flight rule airport only 
and its traffic patterns are to the norm 
away from the proposed structure. 

The aeronautical study further d - 
closed that the proposed structure would 
have a substantial adverse effect upon 
instrument flight rule operations at me 
Puerto Rico International Airport o - 
cause o: the requirement for raising m 
above stated instrument landing mini 
mums from 500 feet to 600 feet, 
prevailing winds in this area are 
the east making it necessary torw 
proaching aircraft to conduct 
ment approaches to the airport fro 
west utilizing the San Pat Non 
tional Radio Beacon or the San l Jua 
VOR facility. According to Ag 
records, there were 1097 instrument ap 
proaches to the airport in 1902. » 

proximately 95 percent of the * 

proaches were made on the 5 ^ 

Radio Beacon, using SIAP AL-784 AL^ 
In the course of the study it wa no 
that the San Juan VOR is being 
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fied to a VORTAC facility. A DME fix 
between the airport and proposed struc¬ 
ture would obviate the increased landing 
minimums for SIAP AL-784-VOR^4. It 
would not, however, provide sufficient 
relief at this time since the vast majority 
of instrument approaches being con¬ 
ducted are on the San Pat Radio Beacon. 

Therefore, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator 
(§ 77.37 (New) ), it is found that the pro¬ 
posed structure would have a substantial 
adverse effect upon the safe and efficient 
utilization of airspace; and it is hereby 
determined that the proposed structure 
would be a hazard to air navigation. 

This determination is effective as of 
the date of issuance and will become final 
30 days thereafter unless an appeal is 
filed under § 77.39 (New) (27 P.R. 10352). 
If the appeal is denied, the determination 
will then become final as of the date of 
the denial or 30 days after the issuance of 
the determination, whichever is later. 


Hills, Ohio, Docket No. 14973, File No. 
BP-13946; Salem Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany, Salem, Ohio, Docket No. 14974, 
File No. BP-13950; Tele-Sonics, Inc., 
Parma, Ohio, Docket Na 14975, File No. 
BP-14992; for construction permits. 

It is ordered , This 28th day of Feb¬ 
ruary 1963, because of a conflict in the 
Hearing Examiner’s schedule, that the 
hearing in the above-entitled proceeding 
now scheduled for April 15, 1963, be and 
the same is hereby rescheduled for April 
29, 1963, 10:00 a.m., in the Commission’s 
Offices, Washington, D.C. 

Released: February28,1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2428; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:54 a.m.] 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 27, 1963. 

Pat Mahan, 

Acting Chief, 

Obstruction Evaluation Branch. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2362; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:45 a.m.J 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 14964; FCC 63M-284] 

BEAMON ADVERTISING, INC. 

Statement and Order After 
Prehearing Conference 

In re application of Beamon Advertis¬ 
ing, Incorporated, Daingerfield, Texas, 
Docket No. 14964, File No. BP-14359; for 
constructon permits. 

At today’s prehearing conference, the 
transcript of which, when available, is 
incorporated by reference, the following 
schedule was agreed to: 

Applicant will furnish direct affirma¬ 
tive written case by March 28, 1963. ' 
d^ C ^ lpt of notifi cation of witnesses de- 
1963 f ° r cross ‘ examinati on by April 10, 

for intr °duction and receipt 
AprU 15 1963^ (n ° witnesses Present) 

onShSlhearing for cross-examination 
SWES?* etc ‘ (Depositions to be on 
APrU29 l963° ne ^ bef ° re Apr11 29) 

So ordered, this 1st day of March 1963. 
Released: March 4 , 1963 . 


[Docket Nos. 14739, 14740; FCC 63M-276] 

EDINA CORP. AND TEDESCO, INC. 
Order Scheduling Hearing Conference 

In re applications of Edina Corpora¬ 
tion, Edina, Minnesota, Docket No. 14739, 
File No. BP-14018; Tedesco, Incorpor¬ 
ated, Bloomington, Minnesota, Docket 
No. 14740, File No. BP-15272; for con¬ 
struction permits. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration the Memorandum Opinion 
and Order of the Review Board released 
herein on February 27, 1963; 

It appearing that a hearing conference 
should be convened to determine the 
manner and timing of the presentation 
of evidence on the issue added by the 
said Memorandum Opinion and Order; 

It is ordered. This 28th day of Feb¬ 
ruary 1963, that a hearing conference 
herein wifi be held on March 7, 1963, 
commencing at 9:00 a.m. in the offices 
of the Commission at Washington, D.C. 

Released; March 1, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2429; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:54 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 14948,14949; FCC 63M-269] 

JASPER COUNTY BROADCASTING 
CORP. f AND MEL WHEELER 

Order Continuing Hearing 


[SEAL] 
(F.R. Doc. 


Federal Communications 
Commission, 

Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

63-2427; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963* 
8:54 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 14973-14975; FCC 63 

CALHIO broadcasters et 

Order Continuing Hearin 

roan of Thomas B 

as Calhio Broadcasters, 


In re applications of Jasper County 
Broadcasting Corporation, Rensselaer, 
Indiana, Docket No. 14948, File No. BP- 
14951; Mel Wheeler, Plymouth, Indiana, 
Docket No. 14949, File No. BP-15467; for 
construction permits. 

At a prehearing conference held on 
February 28, 1963, it was stated by coun¬ 
sel for the applicant, Mel Wheeler, that 
such applicant proposed to dismiss his 
application in this proceeding, thus ren¬ 
dering moot the participation herein of 
Booth Broadcasting Company, and also 
rendering moot the trial of the issues in 
this proceeding. 


Accordingly, subject to the consum¬ 
mation of the dismissal by Mel Wheeler: 
It is ordered. This 28th day of February 
1963, that the hearing herein presently 
scheduled for March 19, 1963, is post¬ 
poned to April 12, 1963, at the time and 
place heretofore specified. 

Released: February 28, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2430; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:54 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 14755-14757; FCC 63M-270] 

JUPITER ASSOCIATES, INC., ET AL. 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of Jupiter Associates, 
Incorporated, Matawan, New Jersey, 
Docket No. 14755, File No. BP-14178; 
William S. Halpem and Louis N. Seltzer, 
d/b as Somerset County Broadcasting 
Co., Somerville, New Jersey, Docket No. 
14756, File No. BP-14234; Radio Eliza¬ 
beth, Incorporated, Elizabeth, New Jer¬ 
sey, Docket No. 14757, File No. BP-14812; 
for construction permits. 

The hearing Examiner having under 
consideration petition filed February 25, 
1963, on behalf of Jupiter Associates, 
Inc., and Radio Elizabeth, Inc., request¬ 
ing that the hearing date herein be ex¬ 
tended, as well as other procedural 
dates; 

It appearing that the Review Board by 
Memorandum Opinion and Order re¬ 
leased January 21, 1963, enlarged the 
issues in this proceeding, inter alia, by 
requiring Radio Elizabeth, Inc., to take 
certain field intensity measurements and 
by making Station WQXR a party re¬ 
spondent; 

It appearing further, that, at a pre- 
hearing conference held February 1, 
1963, the date for exchange of measure¬ 
ments was scheduled for March 4, 1963, 
and the hearing herein scheduled for 
March 4,1963; 

It appearing further, that good cause 
exists why said petition should be 
granted and there is no objection there¬ 
to, and the other parties to the proceed¬ 
ing have consented to waiver of the 
provisions of § 1.43 of the Commission’s 
rules to permit consideration of the in¬ 
stant pleading; 

Accordingly, it is ordered, This 28th 
day of February 1963, that the petition 
is granted; that the date for the ex¬ 
change of the measurements ordered by 
the Review Board be and the same is 
extended from March 4, 1963, to and 
including March 18, 1963; 

It is further ordered, That the hearing 
herein now scheduled for March 4, 1963, 
be and the same is hereby continued to 
April 15, 1963, 10:00 a.m., in the Com¬ 
mission’s Offices, Washington, D.C. 

Released: February 28, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
. Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F JR. Doc. 63-2431; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:54 ajn.] 
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NOTICES 


[Docket Nos. 12680,12681; FCC 63M-283J 

KANSAS BROADCASTERS, INC., AND 
SAUNA RADIO, INC. 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of Kansas Broad¬ 
casters, Incorporated, Salina, Kansas, 
Docket No. 12680, File No. BP-11527; 
Salina Radio, Incorporated, Salina, Kan¬ 
sas, Docket No. 12681, File No. BP-11802; 
for construction permits. 

The Hearing Examiner has under con¬ 
sideration (l)a joint petition filed Feb¬ 
ruary 26, 1963, on behalf of both of the 
above applicants requesting an indefinite 
continuance of the hearing in the above- 
entitled proceeding; and (2) a pleading 
filed February 28, 1963, on behalf of the 
Chief, Broadcast Bureau opposing a con¬ 
tinuance of the hearing for an indefinite 
period of time. 

The reason for the requested contin¬ 
uance arises from the fact that the two 
applicants are in the process of entering 
into an agreement which, if approved by 
the Commission, will eliminate the 
necessity of a further hearing in this 
proceeding. The Bureau opposes an 
indefinite continuance but has no ob¬ 
jection to a continuance of two weeks 
to give the applicants time to make 
known to the Commission by means of 
appropriate pleadings the details of their 
proposals. 

Good cause has been shown for grant¬ 
ing an extension of time within which 
to enable the applicants to file with the 
Commission their proposals looking 
toward a merger and/or consolidation 
which, if approved, will eliminate the 
necessity of further hearing. A period 
of two weeks is considered adequate for 
this purpose. 

It is ordered , This the 1st day of March 
1963, that the joint petition for indefinite 
continuance is granted to the extent that 
the date for the preliminary exchange of 
exhibits is continued from March 1 to 
March 15, 1963, the date for the final 
exchange of exhibits is continued from 
March 11 to March 25, 1963, and the 
date of the evidentiary hearing is con¬ 
tinued from March 18 to April 1, 1963. 

Released: March 4, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2432; Filed, Mar. 6 , 1963; 
8:54 a.m.] 


tion of Witnesses is scheduled for March 
29, 1963; and hearing presently sched¬ 
uled for March 21, 1963, is rescheduled 
for April 5,1963. 

Released: February 27,1963. 


Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2433; Filed, Mar. 6 , 1963; 
8 :54 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 14829,14830; FCC 63R-103] 

GARO W. RAY AND CONNECTICUT 
COAST BROADCASTING CO. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Amending Issues 

By the Review Board: Board Member 
Nelson not participating. 

In re applications of Garo W. Ray, 
Seymour, Connecticut, Docket No. 14829, 
File No. BP-15462; Salvatore Bontempo 
and Daniel J. Femicola, d/b as Connecti¬ 
cut Coast Broadcasting Company, 
Bridgeport, Connecticut, Docket No. 
14830, File No. BP-15463; for construc¬ 
tion permits. 

1 . The Review Board has before it 
for consideration a series of twenty-five 
interlocutory pleadings filed in the 
above-captioned proceeding. 1 The first 


[Docket No. 14947; FCC 63M-262] 

RADIO ASHLAND, INC. (WNCO) 
Order Continuing Hearing 

In re application of Radio Ashland, 
Incorporated (WNCO), Ashland, Ohio, 
Docket No. 14947, File No. BP-15324; for 
construction permit. 

To formalize the agreements and rul¬ 
ings made on the record at a prehearing 
conference held on February 27, 1963, in 
the above-entitled matter concerning 
the future conduct of this proceeding: 

It is ordered , This 27th day of Febru¬ 
ary 1963, that: Exchange of exhibits is 
scheduled for March 21, 1963; Notifica- 


i The following pleadings are involved: 

X. i. Petition for waiver of § 1.362, filed De¬ 
cember 4, 1962, by Garo W. Ray. 

2. Broadcast Bureau opposition, filed De¬ 
cember 17, 1962. 

3. Opposition to petition for waiver of 
§ 1.362, filed December 17, 1962, by Connect¬ 
icut Coast Broadcasting Company. 

4. “Objection” to Broadcast Bureau’s op¬ 
position, filed December 26, 1962, by Garo W. 
Ray. 

II. 1. Broadcast Bureau’s motion to dismiss 
application, filed December 5, 1962. 

2. Support of Connecticut Coast Broadcast¬ 
ing Company for the Bureau’s request, filed 
December 13, 1962. 

3. Objection to the Bureau’s motion, filed 
December 19, 1962, by Garo W. Ray. 

4. Broadcast Bureau’s reply to “Objection” 
of Garo W. Ray, filed December 27, 1962. 

5. Garo W. Ray’s reply, filed January 9, 
1963. 

6 . Garo W. Ray’s objection to Connecticut 
Coast Broadcasting Company’s pleading, filed 
December 19, 1962. 

III. 1. Motion to enlarge issues, filed No¬ 
vember 19,1962, by Connecticut Coast Broad¬ 
casting Company. 

2. Response to motion to enlarge issues, 
filed December 3, 1962, by Continental Broad¬ 
casting Company. 

3. Broadcast Bureau’s comments, filed De¬ 
cember 4,1962. 

4. Reply by Connecticut Coast Broadcast¬ 
ing Company to the Bureau’s Comments, 
filed December 11, 1962. 

5. Garo W. Ray’s “Objection” to Connecti¬ 
cut Coast Broadcasting Company’s reply, filed 
December 19,1962. 

IV. 1. “Request for waiver of § 3.188(b) 
(1)” etc., filed January 2, 1963, by Garo W. 
Ray. 

2. Opposition of Connecticut Coast Broad¬ 
casting Company, filed January 15, 1963. 

3. Broadcast Bureau’s Comments, filed Jan¬ 
uary 16,1963. 

4. “Addendum”, filed January 18, 1963, by 
Garo W. Ray. 

5. Garo W. Ray’s reply to Broadcast Bu¬ 
reau, filed January 21, 1963. 


of these pleadings was filed on Novem¬ 
ber 19, 1962, and the last of them was 
filed on January 21, 1963. In these 
pleadings, requests are made for waiver 
of procedural and substantive require¬ 
ments of the Commission’s rules; issues 
are sought to be enlarged and deleted; 
and a dismissal of the application of 
Garo W. Ray is requested. Connecticut 
Coast Broadcasting Company’s request 
for enlargement of the issues against 
Continental Broadcasting Company will 
be dismissed as moot inasmuch as the 
latter’s application was dismissed by the 
Chief Hearing Examiner on February 1, 
1963 (FCC 63M-141, Mimeo No. 30940). 

Local Notice Requirements 

2. Section 1.359 of the Commission’s 
rules requires that there shall be pub¬ 
lished at least twice a week for two 
weeks immediately following the ten¬ 
dering for filing of an application or 
amendment thereto, in a daily news¬ 
paper of general circulation published in 
the community in which the station is 
proposed to be located, a notice setting 
forth (among other things) the name of 
the applicant, the date on which the 
application or amendment was filed, the 
frequency applied for, and information 
concerning the type and class of station 
proposed, its power, location of studios, 
transmitter site and antenna height. 
Section 1.362 of the rules provides for 
further publication in the event the ap¬ 
plication is designated for hearing In 
the event of designation, § 1.362 requires 
that there shall be published twice a 
week for the two weeks immediately fol¬ 
lowing the release of the Commission’s 
order specifying the time and place of 
the commencement of the hearing, a 
notice which sets forth, among other 
things, (a) the names of the applicants 
designated for hearing; (b) the frequen¬ 
cies applied for; (c) the time and place 
of the hearing; and (d) the designated 
hearing issues. 

3 . Connecticut Coast requests that tne 
issues be enlarged to determine whether 
Ray has met the requirements of section 
311(a) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and § 1.359 of the 
Commission’s rules, and, if not, whether 
such noncompliance requires a denial of 
Ray’s application. Section 311(a) of tne 
Act requires that an applicant ‘shai 
give notice of such filing (of his applica¬ 
tion) in the principal area which is w 
be served by the station,” and this sec¬ 
tion of the Act further provides that tne 
Commission shall prescribe the fonn. 
content, manner and frequency wit 
which such notice shall be given. * 
Broadcast Bureau requests that Ray 
application be dismissed for f allur f 
comply with the notice requirements 


V. 1. Motion to strike, filed l5 ’ 

1963, by Connecticut Coast Broadcas 
Company. . d t*. 

VI. 1. Motion to enlarge issues, fiiea 

cember 17, 1962, by Garo W. Ray. s 

2. Opposition to motion to enlarg 

filed December 27, 1962. fi i e d 

3. Broadcast Bureau’s comments, 

January 2,1963. Bu- 

4. Garo W. Ray’s reply to Broadcast 

reau, filed January 9, 1963. 1963 , 

6 . Reply to (2) filed on January 
by Garo W. Ray. 
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§ 1.362 of the rules. Applicant Ray re¬ 
quests waiver of § 1.362 of the rules “as 
regard timing and contents” to permit 
him to comply with the requirements of 

that rule. 

4. The facts concerning Ray's pre¬ 
designation and postdesignation publi¬ 
cations are not in dispute. Ray filed his 
application on April 9, 1962. On August 
20, 1962, the Commission addressed a 
letter to Ray stating that he had failed 
to advise the Commission concerning 
his predesignation publication. On 
August 31, 1962, Ray replied, stating that 
he had published “notices” in the An- 
sonia Sentinel-Seymour branch. On 
September 14, 1962, the Commission re¬ 
quested Ray to supply information as 
to the dates of publication, the name of 
the newspaper, and the text of the pub¬ 
lication. On September 19, 1962, Ray 
replied, stating that he had published 
in the Evening Sentinel, Ansonia-Sey- 
mour branch, on August 31, 1962, and he 
enclosed copies of the published notice, 
which read as follows: 

I, Garo W. Ray, have applied before the 
Federal Communication Commission (FCC), 
for license to establish and operate a stand¬ 
ard broadcast station with transmitter 
located in Seymour, said station to serve the 
Naugatuck Valley on a frequency of 1530 
kilocycles, daytime. 

By Memorandum Opinion and Order re¬ 
leased October 29, 1962 (FCC 62-1120), 
the Commission designated Ray's appli¬ 
cation for hearing in the instant consoli¬ 
dated proceeding. On December 12, 13, 
17, and 18, 1962, Ray published the 
notice required by § 1.362 of the rules. 

5. As is pointed out by the Bureau, 
Ray’s predesignation publication was de¬ 
fective under § 1.359 of the rules in sev¬ 
eral respects. First, the notice was pub¬ 
lished only once rather than twice a week 
for two weeks. Second, the date when 
the application was filed, the location of 
the studio, class of station, antenna 
height, and power, were not included in 
the notice. Third, the notice was filed 
four months late. The Bureau adds, 
however, that “overlooking these dis- 
crepancies, * * ♦ the Commission” des¬ 
ignated Ray's application for hearing. 
Because °f these defects in Ray’s pre- 
Pnocf natl0n Publication, Connecticut 
lar^H re £ uests that the issues be en- 
<2’u Connecticut Coast asserts that 

COmmf hl ? g ° f SUCh a n0tiCe in the l°Cal 
ommumty more than four months after 

of thi co f npletel y subverts the purpose 

act^ 6 Th 6 K nd 0f section 311(a) of the 

explain^ 6 baS1S ° f thlS assertion is not 

9 6 iq^ ay ’l a ?? lication was fi led on April 

and it wo 1 ^ dld not have a cutoff da te, 
l SIgnated for hearing in this 
expineiT 13 because it was mnt. up. iiy. 

nentai RmoH th f- application of Conti- 
cutoff^a^e Company - 2 Th e 

April 9 i qro latter application was 

aP P licaUon 62 was e m P T thafc Ra *’ s 

§ 1.106(b) m Hence » under 

n ° application c ° mmissi °n's rules, 
i filed after that date was 
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entitled to comparative consideration 
with the applications in this proceeding. 
Neither the lateness of the publication 
of Ray’s predesignation notice, nor the 
other defects as pointed out by the Bu¬ 
reau, therefore, compromised the right of 
any prospective applicant to compara¬ 
tive consideration of its application with 
that filed by Ray. 

7. Ray’s predesignation notice meets 
the specific requirement of section 311(a) 
of the Act that a notice of the filing of 
an application shall be published in the 
area which would be served by the pro¬ 
posed operation. While Ray’s notice did 
not meet the further requirement of sec¬ 
tion 311(a) that such notice shall be 
published as required by Commission 
rule, the requirements of §1.359 of the 
rules—which was adopted in implemen¬ 
tation of section 311(a)—were implicitly 
waived by the Commission’s subsequent 
action in designating Ray’s application 
for hearing. Thus, Ray’s noncompliance 
with § 1.359 was a matter of public record 
at the time his application was desig¬ 
nated for hearing, and had the rule not 
been waived, Ray’s application presum¬ 
ably would not have been designated for 
hearing. Ray’s noncompliance with the 
requirements of § 1.359, and the Com¬ 
mission’s waiver of the requirements did 
not, in view of subsequent developments, 
deprive any person of the rights which 
the predesignation notice requirements 
are designed to secure, viz, to apprise any 
party in interest of the pendency of 
Ray’s application and to afford such 
party an opportunity to petition the 
Commission to deny the application. 
Instead of granting Ray’s application! 
the Commission designated it for hear¬ 
ing, and Ray’s post-designation notice 
(discussed infra) included the substance 
of the information which, under § 1.359, 
should have been published subsequent 
to the filing of his application. As a 
consequence, any party in interest was 
fully apprised of the pendency of Ray’s 
application and had ample opportunity 
to seek intervention as a party to the 
proceeding, request enlargement of the 
issues, participate in the proceeding or 
to testify as a public witness. By avail¬ 
ing himself of this opportunity, any 
party in interest could bring to the 
attention of the Commission any mat¬ 
ters which he might have brought to 
the attention of the Commission in a 
petition to deny filed prior to designa¬ 
tion. Inasmuch as no person was ad¬ 
versely affected by the deficiencies in 
Ray’s pregrant notice, we do not think 
that there is any reason for enlarging the 
issues as Connecticut Broadcasting 
Company requests. 3 

8. Procedural rules are not ends in 
themselves. Noncompliance with a pro¬ 
cedural rule takes on substantive sig¬ 
nificance only if the noncompliance with 
the terms of the rule frustrates its basic 


cation of Continpnt^fx? *’ supra ’ the appli¬ 
es dismissed suh^ Broadcastin g Company 
! ioa ’s action des^n ^ ent to the c <>mmis- 
* or hearing. grating these applications 


3 In reaching this conclusion, we are not 
unmindful of the fact that Ray's postdesig¬ 
nation notice did not specify the class of 
station he proposes, as required by § 1.359 of 
the rules relating to pregrant notices. How¬ 
ever, he did specify the power and frequency 
of his proposed station, and it is the power 
and frequency of the proposed station, rather 
than the class of station, that serves to alert 
parties of their potential interest. 
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objectives, serves to prejudice the rights 
of interested parties or adversely affects 
the hearing process. No showing has 
been made that any of these results flow 
from the deficiencies in Ray’s pregrant 
notice. Nor has there been any showing 
that Ray’s failure to publish the post¬ 
designation notice within the period pre¬ 
scribed by § 1.362 of the rules had any 
such results. Subsequent to the filing of 
the Broadcast Bureau’s motion to dis¬ 
miss Ray’s application for failure to 
comply with the postdesignation notice 
requirements of § 1.362, Ray published a 
notice which meets all of those require¬ 
ments except that it was not published 
immediately after the designation of his 
application for hearing. It was, how¬ 
ever, published more than ten days prior 
to the evidentiary hearing. Ray’s notices 
were published on December 12, 13, 17, 
and 18, 1962, and by the Hearing Exam¬ 
iner’s Order, released December 4, 1962 
(FCC 62M-1595), the evidentiary hear¬ 
ing was rescheduled for February 25, 
1963. The postdesignation publication 
was thus more than ten days prior to 
the commencement of the hearing, as re¬ 
quired by section 311(a)(2) of the Act. 
The ten-week period between the last 
publication and the beginning of the 
evidentiary hearing is more than ample 
time for interested persons to familiarize 
themselves with the proceeding, to seek 
intervention, and to participate in the 
proceeding to the extent permitted by 
the Commission’s rules. 

9. In requesting waiver of the require¬ 
ments of § 1.362 of the rules, Ray states 
that he was unfamiliar with the require¬ 
ments of the rule. Ray, it may be noted, 
is not represented by legal counsel. Lack 
of knowledge of Commission require¬ 
ments does not constitute good cause for 
waiver of a procedural rule. On the 
other hand, there is nothing in the plead¬ 
ings before us to suggest that Ray 
willfully and deliberately flouted the 
requirements of § 1.362. Under these 
circumstances, we do not agree with the 
Bureau that Ray’s application should be 
dismissed for reasons of noncompliance 
with the requirement of the rule as to 
the date of publication, particularly since 
the objectives of the rule have been met 
by the belated publication. While lack 
of knowledge concerning the require¬ 
ments of § 1.362 does not constitute a 
basis for waiver of the requirements of 
the rule, the fact that the objectives of 
the rule have been met by the belated 
publication, together with the absence 
of any indication that Ray’s noncompli¬ 
ance was willful or due to inexcusable 
carelessness, constitutes a basis for a 
waiver, on the Board’s own motion, of 
§ 1.362 of the rules insofar as it requires 
publication immediately after designa¬ 
tion of the application for hearing. 

Coverage Requirements 

10. Issue 4 of the hearing issues re¬ 
quires a determination of whether Ray’s 
proposal would provide coverage of the 
city sought to be served, as required by 
§3.188(b)(l) of the Commission’s rules 
and, if not, whether circumstances exist 
which would warrant waiver of the 
rules. Ray now requests “waiver” of 
this rule. Although obscurely articu- 
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lated, it appears to be Ray’s contention 
that the “city” it proposes to serve is not 
the town of Seymour, but rather the 
urban area within that town. This is a 
matter which may be determined under 
Issue 4. See Manchester Broadcasting 
Co , 24 RR 199 (1958). The determina¬ 
tion of this question turns upon the 
facts, and, as such, should be made on 
the basis of an evidentiary record rather 
than on the basis of Ray’s ex parte pres¬ 
entation in an interlocutory pleading. 
Ray’s request will, therefore, be denied. 
Connecticut Coast Broadcasting pro¬ 
poses that Issue 4 be amended to deter¬ 
mine whether Ray’s proposal would pro¬ 
vide the requisite signal to the resi¬ 
dential areas of Seymour, as specified in 
subparagraph (2) of § 3.188(b) (1) of the 
rules. In support of this request, Con¬ 
necticut Coast Broadcasting submits an 
engineering affidavit to the effect that 
the most distant residential areas would 
not receive a signal of the required in¬ 
tensity. Ray does not make any show¬ 
ing in his responsive pleading to contra¬ 
dict this contention. Accordingly, Issue 
4 will be amended as Connecticut Coast 
Broadcasting requests. 

Ray’s Programming Proposals 


11. Connecticut Coast requests an 
issue to determine whether Ray did in 
fact attempt to ascertain the program¬ 
ming needs and interests of Seymour, 
and how Ray intends to meet such needs. 
In support of the request, Connecticut 
Coast relies upon two principal facts: 
(1) That Ray in his application indi¬ 
cated that further research would be re¬ 
quired to determine precisely what for¬ 
eign language programming is needed; 
and (2) that Ray’s program schedule 
does not correspond with Ray’s responses 
to paragraphs 2(b) and 4(b) of section 
IV of the application form calling for 
the percentages of time to be devoted to 
programs by type and source. In illus¬ 
tration of the second basis for the re¬ 
quest, Connecticut Coast points out that 
Ray will devote 10.73 percent of his time 
to educational programming, although 
only one program (1:05 to 2:00 p.m. on 
Sundays) could remotely* be classified 
as educational; (2) that although 10.61 
percent of Ray’s programming will con¬ 
sist of discussion programs, only one of 
his programs (3:05 to 4:00 p.m. on Sun¬ 
days) could possibly be classified as 
such. Ray’s answer to the first basis of 
Connecticut Coast’s request is that Sey¬ 
mour has many nationality groups, and 
that the only way of equitably dividing 
the time between them is by permitting 
them to “assert their desires”. Ray’s 
answer to the second basis is as follows: 

* * * if Connecticut Coast can look at a 
program title, then conclusively say how we 
intend to format the program, I shall say 
that they are correct in their appraisal of my 
percentage figure. I must seriously doubt, 
however, their ability to conjure up this 
information. 

The quoted answer by Ray to Connecti¬ 
cut Coast’s allegation is far from satis¬ 
factory. If, as Ray concedes, the pro¬ 
gram titles do not disclose the program 
content, and if there is no way of relat¬ 
ing Ray’s percentage figures to the pro¬ 
grams he proposes, the addition of a pro- 
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gramming issue is in order. See William 
B. Neal, PCC 61-1503, 22 RR 192 (1961), 
in which the Commission added an issue 
identical with that requested by Con¬ 
necticut Coast and with that adopted 
herein, where the applicant submitted a 
skeletal program schedule giving but 
scant indication of the programs that 
would be broadcast. 

Good Faith and Misrepresentation 
Issues 

12. Connecticut Coast Broadcasting 
requests additional issues to determine 
whether Ray’s proposal to establish a 
station in Seymour was made in good 
faith and whether Ray made any mis¬ 
representation to the Commission in 
stating that he was proposing a mam 
studio in Seymour. The bases of this re¬ 
quest are that some of the programs 
will originate from Ray’s home in 
Orange, Connecticut; that none of Ray s 
programs is tailored to meet the needs of 
Seymour; and that the notice published 
by Ray in the Ansonia Sentinel does not 
state that his proposed station will be 
in Seymour. The request for this issue 
will be denied. Connecticut Coast does 
not allege, and it does not appear, that 
less than one-half of Ray’s programming 
will originate in his Seymour studio; 
hence, he meets the requirements of 
§ 3.30 of the rules as to program origina¬ 
tion. As to Connecticut Coast’s allega¬ 
tion concerning programming proposals, 
this matter may be fully explored under 
the program issue which is being added 
(paragraph 11, supra). As to the al¬ 
legation concerning the notice published 
by Ray, the publication on December 12, 
13 17, and 18 expressly describes Ray’s 
proposal as a station for Seymour. For 
the reasons stated, Connecticut Coast’s 
allegations do not warrant the addition 
of these two issues. 


Ray’s Financial Qualifications 

13. Connecticut Coast Broadcasting 
requests the addition of a financial qual¬ 
ification issue against Ray. In support, 
it notes that in section III of the applica¬ 
tion form, Ray listed construction costs 
at $26,446.21; first year’s operating costs 
at $50,000; first year’s estimated revenues 
at $45,000; and existing capital at $26,- 
446.21. Connecticut .Coast Broadcasting 
further alleges that Ray does not state 
that he will use any of his other assets to 
finance his proposed operation, and that 
in any event Ray has not made a con¬ 
vincing showing that he has sufficient 
liquid assets to finance his proposal. 

14. According to the information set 
forth in his application form, Ray will 
require a total of $38,946.21 to construct 
his station and operate it for three 
months without revenue. Ray’s finan¬ 
cial statement submitted with his appli¬ 
cation form shows that he has $8,000 in 
cash and in excess of $70,000 in negotia¬ 
ble securities listed on major exchanges. 
Connecticut Coast contends that these 
securities may no longer be worth $70 000 
in view of the decline of security values 
in May of 1962, which was subsequent to 
the preparation of Ray’s financial state¬ 
ment However, even assuming a decline 
to the extent of 50 percent in the value 
of Ray’s securities, they would be worth 


$35,000. That sum, together with the 
$8,000 in cash, is more than is required 
to construct his proposed station and 
operate it for three months without 
revenue. In addition, Ray has listed as¬ 
sets (over and above the $70,000 in secu¬ 
rities and $8,000 in cash) with a value of 
$204,110.00, with liabilities of only $19,- 
000. While these latter assets are not 
liquid assets as defined in the applica¬ 
tion form, Ray’s possession of these as¬ 
sets cannot be completely ignored in 
formulating a judgment as to whether 
there is sufficient doubt as to Ray s fi¬ 
nancial qualifications to warrant the ad¬ 
dition of financial qualification issue. It 
is the Board’s view that Ray’s showing 
as to his financial position is sufficiently 
substantial to make unnecessary the ad¬ 
dition of a financial qualification issue. 
See Martin Karig, 21 RR 439, 30 FCC 557 
(1961). Connecticut Coast’s contention 
that Ray has not expressly stated that 
he would use any assets over and above 
$26 446 21 to finance his proposal implies 
that Ray, though having the necessary 
assets, would not use them either to com¬ 
plete construction or to finance initial 
operating costs. The lack of any merit 
in such contention, without any other 
facts to support it, is self-evident. 

Character Qualification Issue as to Ray 

15 Connecticut Coast requests the 
addition of a character qualification is¬ 
sue as to Ray. The sole basis for this 
request consists of Connecticut Coasts 
requests for the various issues against 
Ray considered supra. In view of our 
action denying the requests for issues 
which bear upon Ray’s alleged lacK oi 
good faith and alleged misrepresenta¬ 
tion, there is no longer any basis for tne 
request for a character qualification is¬ 
sue, and this issue will not be added. 

Ray’s Requested Issues Against 
. Connecticut Coast 

16. In an untimely filed pleading, Ray 
requests that several issues be added 
against Connecticut Coast. Aside 
the untimeliness of the request, the i 
quest is without merit. Thus, Ray re 
quests a site availability issue on th 
of his bare assertion ihat the necessary 
zoning may not be obtainable, 
insufficient to support addition of t 
requested issue. See CabnUo Bioaa 
casting Co., 24 RR 608 (196- • 
request for an issue as to the . fa i I ^ ll i 0 ast 
of the principals of Connecticu 
with the needs of Bridgeport is^ basea 
on the fact that these principals aie n 
residents of that community a nd 1S , by 
based upon rumor, not suppoi 
affidavits of Ray’s alleged infoinw^ 
that the principals of Connecticu t ^ 
did not familiarize themselves di0 
needs of Bridgeport. See Puglia P the 
Co., 24 RR 300 (1942); § ■ 4 l ' il 

rules. Moreover, Connecticut coas 

its opposition, states in some . ing the 
efforts it has made in ^wrtaimM ^ 
programming needs of Bridgep - a[1 
these allegations are supported ^ 
affidavit of one of Its princip ^ 

allegations have not beeI i °° ,w a tions 
by Ray with any 
supported by affidavits of per er to 
knowledge of the facts. Ii 
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Ray's suspicions that the principals of 
Connecticut Coast do not propose to 
devote any time to the Bridgeport 
station, Connecticut Coast in its opposi¬ 
tion pleading states that, in the event 
of a grant of its application, one of its 
principals would move to Bridgeport and 
devote full time to the station. In view 
of this announced intention, and absent 
any factual allegation (supported by 
affidavits of persons having knowledge 
of the facts) by Ray that Connecticut 
Coast’s principals do not propose to op¬ 
erate the station, there is no basis for 
adding another issue requested by Ray 
to determine whether the principals of 
Connecticut Coast propose to devote any 
time to the station. Ray’s allegations 
concerning statements made by one or 
more of the principals concerning their 
intentions to operate a proposed station 
does not support the requested traffick¬ 
ing issue, since the allegations are based 
wholly upon hearsay and are not sup¬ 
ported by affidavits. See §1.141 of the 
rules. Ray’s proposed inquiry as to the 
ability of Bridgeport to support a station 
is not based upon any economic analysis 
of Bridgeport, but merely upon the 
alleged fact that one station in Bridge¬ 
port was unsuccessful financially. This 
assertion is no basis for enlarging the 
issues as requested by Ray. Ray’s request 
for a financial qualification issue against 
Connecticut Coast is completely without 
merit. It appears to be based solely 
upon Ray’s private judgment that a bank 
would not lend $200,000 to Connecticut 
Coast, and, that if it did, Connecticut 
Coast would never be able to pay the 
interest on the loan, much less the 
principal. At no time does Ray allege 
that Connecticut Coast will not have 
sufficient funds to construct its proposed 
station and operate it for three months 
without revenue. The request for the 
financial issue will, therefore, be denied. 


Other Matters 

17. Connecticut Coast requests thj 
certain requests made in a pleading file 
oy Ray be stricken. Since the matte: 
which Connecticut Coast seeks to haT 
stricken have been decided adverse: 

k not necessary to rule o 
£. oast ’ s request and this r< 
^ f ^ be dismissed as moot, 
thk tut we have indi cated earlier i 
S Opinion and Orde 

doe^L tha i Ray does not have couns. 
cedurS abs< ? lve him from the prc 
The^P Ll e ^ Uirements of the rule 
withou? r £ CedUral requir ements are nc 
Pliant and where noncorr 

substanf^i th ^ these retirements has 
party^ thp d >, VerSe effeCt Upon any oth€ 

ing pr^ u e ^ mg or upon the hear 

oouldb^, ^ SUch noncom Plianc 

applicatton R° a t h Pr ° SeCUti0n ° f Ray 

represent has ever y right t 

he chooses fcTdn “ proceeding j 
he held to th d ° S0, howevei 

Pliance with ^^uirements of com 
are the 0 th«. . Commissi °n’s rules a 
^ccordin 9 l« P jf if t0 rf thte Proceeding 
% of wIkL. 1 w ordered. This 27tl 
That the Broad 
aus Petition to dismiss the ap 


plication of Garo W. Ray, filed De¬ 
cember 5,1962, is denied; and 
It is further ordered, That the motion 
to enlarge issues, filed by Connecticut 
Coast Broadcasting Company, on No¬ 
vember 19, 1962, is dismissed as moot 
insofar as it requests enlargement of the 
issues as to Continental Broadcasting 
Company; and is granted to the extent 
indicated herein, and in all other respects 
denied, insofar as it requests enlarge¬ 
ment of the issues as to Garo W. Ray; 
and 

It is further ordered, That the petition 
to enlarge issues, filed by Garo W. Ray, 
on December 17, 1962, is denied; and 
It is further ordered, That the request 
for waiver of § 3.188 of the rules and dele¬ 
tion of Issue 4, filed January 2, 1963, by 
Garo W. Ray, is denied; and 
It is further ordered. That the petition 
for waiver of § 1.362, filed December 4, 
1962, by Garo W. Ray, is denied; and 
It is further ordered, That the motion 
to strike “Reply to Objection of Connect¬ 
icut Coast to Motion to Enlarge Issues by 
Garo W. Ray,” filed January 15, 1963, 
by Connecticut Coast Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany, is dismissed as moot; and 
It is further ordered, On the Review 
Board’s own motion, that § 1.362 of the 
Commission’s rules is waived to the ex¬ 
tent that it requires that notice be pub¬ 
lished immediately after designation of 
the application for hearing; and 
It is further ordered, That the issues 
in this proceeding are enlarged by the 
addition of the following issue: 

To determine whether Garo W. Ray did 
in fact attempt to ascertain the programming 
needs and interests of the Seymour com¬ 
munity; and how the applicant intends to 
meet such needs; and 

It is further ordered, That Issue 4 in 
this proceeding is amended to read as 
follows: 

To determine whether the proposal of Garo 
W. Ray would provide coverage of the city 
sought to be served, as required by § 3.188(b) 
(1) and (2) of the Commission's rules, and, 
if not, whether circumstances exist which 
would warrant a waiver of said section. 

Released: February 28, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2434; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:54 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 14390; FCC 63M-278J 

RISDEN ALLEN LYON 
Order Continuing Hearing 

In re application of Risden Allen Lyon, 
Charlotte, North Carolina, Docket No! 
14390, File No. BP—14661; for construc¬ 
tion permit. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration a motion filed February 27, 
1963, by Risden Allen Lyon requesting 
that the hearing in the above-entitled 
proceeding now scheduled to be held on 
February 28, 1963, be continued to 
March 26, 1963; and 


It appearing that the reason for the 
requested continuance is the inability of 
a principal witness to appear in Wash¬ 
ington due to illness; and 
It further appearing that counsel for 
the Chief, Broadcast Bureau has no ob¬ 
jection to a grant of this petition and to 
a waiver of the provisions of § 1.43 of 
the Commission’s rules in order to permit 
immediate consideration thereof, and 
good cause for the requested extension 
having been shown; 

It is ordered This the 28th day of Feb¬ 
ruary 1963, that the motion for continu¬ 
ance is granted and the hearing in the 
above-entitled proceeding is continued 
from February 28, 1963, to March 26, 
1963. 

Released: March 1, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2435; Filed, Mar. 6. 1963; 
8:54 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 14962; FCC 63M-279] 

KKYR, INC. (WKYR) 

Order Continuing Prehearing 
Conference 

In re application of WKYR, Incorpo¬ 
rated (WKYR), Keyser, West Virginia, 
Docket No. 14962, File No. BP-14726; for 
construction permit. 

With the consent of all parties, the 
prehearing conference in the above-en¬ 
titled proceeding now scheduled to be 
held on March 7, 1963, is continued to 
Friday, March 8, 1963, beginning at 9:00 
a.m. in the offices of the Commission, 
Washington 25, D.C. 

It is so ordered This the 1st day of 
March 1963. 

Released: March 4, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2436; Filed. Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:54 a.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket Nos. RI63-356—RI63-360J 

PHILLIPS PETROLEUM CO. ET AL. 

Order Providing for Hearings on and 
Suspension of Proposed Changes in 
Rates 1 

February 28,1963. 

Phillips Petroleum Company (Opera¬ 
tor), et al., Docket No. RI63-356; Sun 
Oil Company, Docket No. RI63-357; The 
Atlantic Refining Company, et al., Dock¬ 
et No. R163-358; The Atlantic Refining 
Company, Docket No. RI63-359; Pan 
American Petroleum Corporation, Dock¬ 
et No. RI63-360. 


1 This order does not provide for the con¬ 
solidation for hearing or disposition of the 
several matters covered herein, nor should 
it be so construed. 
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NOTICES 


The above-named Respondents have 
tendered for filing proposed changes in 
presently effective rate schedules for sales 


of natural gas subject to the jurisdiction 
of the Commission. All of the sales are 
made at a pressure base of 14.65 psia. 


The proposed changes, which constitute 
increased rates and charges, are des¬ 
ignated as follows: 




Rate 

Sup¬ 

Docket 

Respondent 

sched¬ 

ple¬ 

No. 

ule 

ment 


No. 

No. 

RI63-356... 

Phillips Petroleum 

150 

5 


Co.'(Operator), et 
al., Bartlesville, 



RI63-357... 

Okla. 

Sim Oil Co., P.O. Box 

110 

5 

2880, Dallas 21, Tex. 



RI63 358... 

The Atlantic Refining 

236 

4 


Company, et al., 
P.O. Box 2819, 



RI63-359... 

Dallas 21, Tex. 

The Atlantic Refining 

223 

2 

Co. 




Do . 

172 

7 

RI63-360... 

Pan American Petro¬ 

79 

9 

leum Corp., P.O. 
Box 3092, Houston, 




Tex. Attn: Dean J. 
Capp. 




Purchaser and producing area 


Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co. (Chicka- 
sha Field, Grady County, Okla.) 
(other Oklahoma area). 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 
(Camrick Southeast Field, Beaver 
County, Okla.) (Oklahoma Pan¬ 
handle area). 

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co. (Burns 
Field, Grady County, Okla.) (other 
Oklahoma area). 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 
(Northwest Dower Field, Beaver 
County, Okla.) (Oklahoma Pan¬ 
handle area). 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 
(Camrick Southeast Field, Texas 
and Beaver Counties, Okla.) (Okla¬ 
homa Panhandle area). 

United Gas Pipe Line Co. (Red Fish 
Bay Field, Ban Patricio and Nueces 
Counties, Tex.) (R.R. District No. 
4). 


Amount 
of annual 
increase 

Date 

filing 

tendered 

Effective 

date 

unless 

sus¬ 

pended 

Date sus- 

Cents per Mcf 

Rate in 
effect sub¬ 
ject to 
refund in 
docket 
Nos. 

pended 

until— 

Rate in 
effect 

Proposed 

increased 

rate 

$1,850 

2-6-63 

13-20-63 

i 8-26-63 

* 12.0 

*»13.0 


720 

2-0-63 

i 3-21-63 

8-21-63 

*17.2 

a * 17.4 

RI62-373 

275 

2-11-63 

i 4-1-63 

9-1-63 

*12.0 

a * 13.0 


83 

2-11-63 

i &-21-63 

8-21-63 

*17.2 

* * 17.4 

RI62-310 

51 

2-11-63 

i 3-21-63 

8-21-63 

*17.2 

a * 17. 4 

R162-310 

53,046 

2-8-63 

*3-11-63 

8-11-63 

* 14.8 

* 617. 74782 

G-13677 


i The stated effective date is the effective date requested by respondent. 

* Periodic rate increase. 4 . . . „ .« „ , ^ m „, Q 

3 Subject to a downward Btu adjustment for gas containing less than 1,000 Btu s. 


« The stated effective date is the first day after expiration of the required statutory 
notice. 

* Redetermined rate increase. 


The proposed increased rates and 
charges exceed the applicable area price 
levels for increased rates as set forth in 
the Commission’s Statement of General 
Policy No. 61-1, as amended (18 CFR 
Ch. I, Part 2, § 2.56). 

The proposed changed rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, un¬ 
duly discriminatory, or preferential, or 
otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and to 
aid in the enforcement of the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act that the Commis¬ 
sion enter upon hearings concerning the 
lawfulness of the proposed changes and 
that the above-designated supplements 
be suspended and the use thereof de¬ 
ferred as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure, and the regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR Ch. I), public hearings shall be held 
upon dates to be fixed by notices from 
the Secretary concerning the lawfulness 
of the proposed increased rates and 
charges contained in the above-desig¬ 
nated supplements. 

(B) Pending hearings and decisions 
thereon, the above-designated rate sup¬ 
plements are hereby suspended and the 
use thereof deferred until the date indi¬ 
cated in the above “Date Suspended Un¬ 
til” column, and thereafter until such 
further time as they are made effective 
in the manner prescribed by the Natural 
Gas Act. 

(C) Neither the supplements hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until these proceedings have been dis¬ 
posed of or until the periods of suspen¬ 
sion have expired, unless otherwise or¬ 
dered by the Commission. 

<D) Notices of intervention or peti¬ 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 


Federal Power Commission, Washington 
25, D.C., in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 
and 1.37 (f)) on or before April 17, 1963. 

By the Commission. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2376; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:47 a.m.] 


(Docket No. E-7082j 

CONNECTICUT LIGHT AND POWER 
CO. AND MYSTIC POWER CO. 

Notice of Application 

February 28,1963. 

Take notice that on February 12, 1963 
a joint application was filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, pursuant to 
section 203 of the Federal Power Act, by 
The Connecticut Light and Power Com¬ 
pany (CL&P) and The Mystic Power 
Company (Mystic) both corporations or¬ 
ganized under the laws of the State of 
Connecticut and doing business in that 
State with their principal offices in 
Berlin, Connecticut (CL&P) and Mystic, 
Connecticut (Mystic) respectively, seek¬ 
ing an order authorizing the acquisition 
by CL&P and the sale by Mystic of all 
Mystic’s electric facilities. CL&P is the 
largest electric and gas utility in Con¬ 
necticut and is an operating utility 
engaged in the production, purchase, 
transmission, distribution and sale of 
electricity for commercial, industrial and 
municipal purposes and similarly in all 
phases related to the sale of gas. The 
territory served by CL&P with electricity 
or gas, or both, covers approximately 73 
percent of the area of the state. Mystic, 
a wholly owned subsidiary of New Eng¬ 
land Electric System (NEES) a Massa¬ 
chusetts voluntary association, is an 
operating public utility engaged in the 


purchase, transmission, distribution, and 
sale of electricity for residential, com¬ 
mercial, industrial, and municipal pur¬ 
poses in the Town of Stonington and in 
portions of the Towns of Groton, Led- 
yard and North Stonington in New 
London County, Connecticut. 

According to the application, CL&P 
and Mystic entered into an agreement 
as of January 25, 1963 which, in brief 
provides for the purchase, by CL&P of 
all the electric facilities of Mystic for 
a payment of $3,200,000 plus or minus 
additions or reductions in net book cost 
between December 31, 1962 and date of 
transfer and plus an amount for ac¬ 
counts receivable at the time of transfer. 
As of December 31, 1962 the net boofc 
cost of Mystic’s physical property was 
$2,643,449.47. w 

According to the application, Mystic 
presently obtains all its electric energy 
requirements from The Narraganse 
Electric Company (Narragansett) ana 
the problem of supplying Mystic throiig 
this interconnection has become cntic 
in view of Mystic’s continually mci 
ing power requirements. TJiaa &‘ 

proposed purchase agreement, CL& 
agreed to install by March 31, 196 , 
cilities for the supply of electricity 
its own system to the area now s . tpr . 
by Mystic and to cut or remove all 
connections with Narragansett 
an emergency interconnection to 
stalled by the same date between 
tuck, Connecticut and Westerly, 
Island. , fter 

The application indicates tna 
the transfer, Mystic will be liqui a • 
Any person desiring to be hear i( j 
make any protest with reference 22d 
application should, on or before - dera i 
day of March 1963, file with the 
Power Commission, Washington - ^ 

petitions or protests in accorda fJ 
the requirements of the Coml ^ 8 $$ 
rules of practice and proceduie 
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1.8 and 1.10). The application is on file 
and available for public inspection. 


Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary . 

[PH. Doc. 63-2377; Piled. Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Project No. 2332] 

DUKE POWER CO. 

Notice of Application for License 

January 30,1963. 

Public notice is hereby given that ap¬ 
plication has been filed under the Fed¬ 
eral Power Act (16 U.S.C. 791a-825r) by 
Duke Power Company (correspondence 
to: Carl Horn, Jr., General Counsel, 
Duke Power Company, Power Building, 
Charlotte, North Carolina) for license 
for constructed Project No. 2332, located 
on Broad River about 4 miles West of 
Blacksburg, South Carolina, in Cherokee 
County, South Carolina, and Cleveland 
County, North Carolina. 

The project known as the Gaston 
Shoals Station, consists of: a dam com¬ 
prising two gravity type spillway sec¬ 
tions, one of rubble masonry 707 feet 
long with a main overflow section 503.95 
feet long, the other being concrete and 
363.14 feet long, and a concrete gravity 
type powerhouse bulkhead section 472.2 
feet long of which the powerhouse and 
intake section is 169.9 feet long and in¬ 
cluded in the total length of 472.2 feet; a 
reservoir of undetermined surface area 
with a normal pool elevation of 605.2 feet 
(USGS datum) ; and a powerhouse con¬ 
taining eight turbines (two per unit) 
rated at 2,820 horsepower per unit con¬ 
nected to four generators having a total 
capacity of 6,640 kilowatts and one 4,000 
Horsepower turbine connected to a 2,500 
Kilowatt generator. 

, or Petitions to intervene may 

be filed with the Federal Power Commis- 
5?* Washington 25, D.C., in accordance 
2^. rule ? of Practice and procedure 
oi the Commission (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). 
tw aSt dayupon which protests or peti- 

ns may be filed is March 22, 1963. 

““ Com - 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary . 

I R - ^ 63-2378; Piled, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 

[Docket No. CP61-248] 

El- PASO NATURAL GAS CO. 

Notice of Filing of Amendment and 
Cancellation of Hearing 

p, — January 25,1963. 

cant) P me<f an Ur an Com P an V (Appli- 

c ate of nnhif a PPhcation for a certifi- 
in the abnv^ ^° n y enience and necessity 
March 20 1 q ?“ captloned proceeding on 
and Decp’mho 1, a ? amended June 7, 1961 
filing 0 f this^nnr 3, Notice of the 

is sued on n* PPll u atlon ’ as amen ded, was 
^eU tfen ber ”• 1962 and pub- 

wy 8, 1963 (OO Regi steh on Janu- 

bribed thp 2 nr P;R '. 191 >- This notice 

January P 2 i Je i C o«? S then P r °P° sed - 
anuary 21, 1963 as the last day 

No. 46-K 


for filing protests or petitions to inter- 
vene, and scheduled the proceeding upon 
the application for formal hearing to 
commence on February 5, 1963. On 
January 17, 1963, Applicant filed another 
amendment to the instant application. 
This amendment, hereinafter described, 
changes the proposal in substantial and 
material respects. The hearing now 
scheduled to commence on February 5, 
1963, is hereby cancelled and the pro¬ 
ceeding in the instant docket made sub¬ 
ject to such disposition as may be herein¬ 
after provided by future notice or order. 

Applicant now seeks a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity under 
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act, as 
amended, authorizing the construction 
and operation of certain facilities and 
the sale and delivery of natural gas to 
Cascade Natural Gas Corporation 
(“Cascade 0 ), on both firm and inter¬ 
ruptible bases, for resale and general 
distribution in and about the Olympic 
Peninsular Area of the State of Wash¬ 
ington. 

Applicant now proposes to construct 
and operate a transmission system con¬ 
sisting of a lateral pipeline extending in 
a northwesterly direction from a point 
of connection with its existing Olympia 
Lateral, in Thurston County, Washing¬ 
ton, a distance of approximately 15.9 
miles to a point of junction with two 
8%" O.D. proposed lateral pipelines, 
one of which will extend in a westerly 
direction a distance of approximately 
11.4 miles to a point of termination near 
the community of McCleary, Washing¬ 
ton, and the other of which will extend 
in a northerly direction a distance of 
approximately 12.6 miles to a point of 
termination near the community of 
Shelton, Washington, together with 
sales measuring and regulating stations 
located at the termini of the proposed 
lateral pipelines near McCleary and 
Shelton, Washington. Applicant also 
proposes to construct and operate, under 
authority of § 2.55(a) of the Commis¬ 
sion’s general policy and interpretations, 
related communications facilities neces¬ 
sary for the operation of the foregoing 
facilities. 

The total estimated cost of all of the 
foregoing facilities, including overhead 
and contingency provisions, is $1,668,000. 
Applicant will finance the cost of the 
proposed facilities out of its current 
working funds supplemented, as neces¬ 
sary, by short T term bank loans. 

Cascade now proposes to construct 
and operate two (2) separate systems, 
wholly within the State of Washington, 
one of which will consist of an 8 %" 
O.D., 6%" O.D. and 4*4" O.D. pipeline 
and will extend in a northeasterly and 
northerly direction a distance of approx¬ 
imately 44.4 miles from a point of con¬ 
nection with the terminus of El Paso’s 
proposed lateral pipeline near Shelton, 
Washington, to a point of termination in 
the vicinity of Bangor, Washington, and 
the other of which will consist of an 
8%" O.D. and 6%" O.D. pipeline and 
will extend in a westerly direction a 
distance of approximately 30.2 miles 
from a point of connection with the 
terminus of El Paso’s proposed lateral 
pipeline near McCleary, Washington, to 


a point of termination in the vicinity 
of Hoquiam, Washington. Accordingly, 
Cascade proposes initially to construct 
and operate distribution facilities neces¬ 
sary to provide natural gas service to 
the communities of Shelton, Port 
Orchard, Bremerton, Chico, Silverdale, 
Bangor, McCleary, Elma, Montesano! 
Cosmopolis, Aberdeen and Hoquiam, 
Washington, and their respective envi¬ 
rons. The total estimated cost of the 
facilities to be constructed by Cascade 
is $6,255,264. 

Based upon market data provided by 
Cascade, Applicant estimates that during 
the five-year prospective period consid¬ 
ered in the application, annual and max¬ 
imum day natural gas requirements for 
the proposed project will aggregate 
2,197,537 Mcf and 18,080 Mcf, respec¬ 
tively, and that future requirements will 
exceed such requirements. These esti¬ 
mated requirements are comprised of ap¬ 
proximately 1 percent and 2 percent of 
interruptible institutional quantities to 
be delivered by Applicant to Cascade and 
the remainder thereof is comprised of 
firm quantities. Such requirements do 
not give effect to any sales which may 
be made by Applicant to Cascade on an 
interruptible basis for resale to inter¬ 
ruptible industrial consumers, although 
the application states that demand for 
interruptible industrial service is antici¬ 
pated to develop and will be rendered 
to the extent of available capacity. 

The sales and deliveries which are the 
subject of the application are proposed 
to be made in accordance with and at 
rates contained in El Paso’s existing ap¬ 
plicable rate schedules of its FPC Gas 
Tariff, Original Volume No. 3. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25, D.C., in accordance 
with the rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before March 
20, 1963. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2379; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. Q-8977 etc.] 

R. H. GOODRICH ET AL. 


Order Conditionally Approving Rate 
Settlement Proposals, Severing and 
Terminating Proceedings and Pre¬ 
scribing Refunds 

February 25, 1963. 
There is now before us for consider¬ 
ation Settlement Proposals filed on De¬ 
cember 5, 1962, by R. H. Goodrich (Good¬ 
rich) in Docket Nos. G-8977, et al., and 
on November 28, 1962, by W. H. Cocke 
(Cocke) in Docket Nos. G-8978, et al. 
The settlement proposals involve sus¬ 
pension proceedings concerning proposed 
increased rates filed by Goodrich and 
Cocke for the sale of natural gas to 
United Gas Pipe Line Company in the 
Duck Lake Field, St. Martin and St. 
Mary Parishes in Southern Louisiana. 

These proceedings were consolidated 
with the proceedings in Cities Service 
Company, et al. (Cities), Docket Nos. G- 
8921, et al., by order issued February 
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NOTICES 


29, 1956. 1 On December 26, 1962, we is¬ 
sued an order in such consolidated pro¬ 
ceeding conditionally approving a rate 
settlement proposal filed by Cities solely 
on its behalf, terminating Cities pro¬ 
ceedings, and severing the same from 
these consolidated proceedings. Cities’ 
settlement proposal encompassed a sale 
by it to United under Cities’ FPC Gas 
Rate Schedule No. 10 in the same unit¬ 
ized Duck Lake Field mentioned above. 
The circumstances noted in our order of 
December 26, 1962, supra, 2 surrounding 
such sales by Cities to United are ap¬ 
posite to the sales made by Goodrich and 
Cocke to United. 

In their respective settlement pro¬ 
posals, Goodrich and Cocke incorporated 
the proposal, terms and reservations 
made by Cities relevant to the sale to 
United under Cities FPC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 10, which are summarized 
in the order issued December 26, 1962, 
supra. Accordingly, Goodrich and Cocke 
also propose to terminate the payment 
of interest upon applicable refunds on 
September 30, 1962, as did Cities. For 
the reason set forth in the December 26 
order, we shall require Goodrich and 
Cocke to pay interest until the date of 
refund of the excess monies collected, as 
we did Cities. 

The order issued February 29, 1956, 
mentioned above, also consolidated the 
proceedings in C. N. Johnston, et al., 
Docket Nos. G-9136, et al., with the in¬ 
stant proceedings. We shall sever the 
Goodrich and Cocke proceedings from 
the C. N. Johnston, et al., proceedings 
which are now pending before the pre¬ 
siding examiner. 

The instant Settlement Proposals, as 
herein modified, meet the criteria set 
forth in the Cities’ order issued Decem¬ 
ber 26, 1962, supra, and, accordingly, 
we find them to be in the public interest 
and they should be approved as here¬ 
inafter provided. 

Our action herein should not be con¬ 
strued, nor may it be, as constituting 
approval of any future rate increase, if 
any, that may be filed under the sub¬ 
ject rate schedules, and is without preju¬ 
dice to any findings or order of the Com¬ 
mission in any future proceedings, in¬ 
cluding area rate proceedings, involving 
Goodrich’s or Cocke’s respective rates 
and rate schedules. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) The proposed settlement of the 
subject proceedings on the basis set forth 
in Cities Settlement Proposal filed Octo¬ 
ber 12,1962, as modified, and incorporat¬ 
ed by Goodrich and Cocke in their pro¬ 
posals, is in the public interest and it 
is appropriate in carrying out the provi¬ 
sions of the Natural Gas Act that they 
be conditionally approved and condi¬ 
tionally made effective subject to the 
modifications hereinafter ordered. 

(2) Good cause exists for approving 
the settlement rate, for severing and 


terminating certain proceedings and pro¬ 
viding for refunds. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The settlement of these proceed¬ 
ings on the basis of the Settlement Pro¬ 
posals, filed herein, as modified, is ap¬ 
proved and made effective subject to the 
following terms and conditions. 

(B) The applicable settlement rates 
set out in Appendix A hereto, are ap¬ 
proved and shall be effective as of the 
date of issuance of this order. 

(C) Goodrich and Cocke shall each, 
over the signature of a responsible of¬ 
ficer, file with the Commission, within 
15 days from the date of issuance of this 
order, in writing an original and one copy 
of its acceptance or rejection of the 
terms and conditions of this order. 

(D) Within 90 days from the date of 
this order, Goodrich and Cocke shall each 
make such filings under its rate schedule 
as are required to make effective the 
terms of the Settlement Proposal, as 
modified. 

(E) Within 90 days from the date of 
this order, Goodrich and Cocke shall 
each (1) refund, with interest as speci¬ 
fied in each docket computed to the 
date of actual refund, the difference be¬ 
tween the rates collected subject to re¬ 
fund on and after July 1, 1958 and the 
related settlement rates; and (2) report 
to the Commission, in writing, the 
amount of refund paid to United, show- 


and interest so paid, and the bases used 
for such determination, together with 
releases from United showing receipt 
of the refunds in conformity with the 
settlements as modified and approved. 

(F) The proceedings in Docket Nos. 
G-8977, G-8978, G-9570, G-9575, G- 
12231, G-13610 and G-13611 are hereby 
severed from the consolidated proceed¬ 
ings heretofore designated as R. H. Good¬ 
rich, et al., Docket Nos. G-8977, et al., 
which shall be hereafter designated as 
C. N. Johnston, et al., Docket Nos. G- 
9136, et al. 

(G) Upon full compliance by either 
Goodrich or Cocke with all the terms and 
provisions of this order the section 4(e) 
proceedings involving their respective 
FPC Gas Rate Schedules listed below 
shall terminate. 

(H) This order is without prejudice to 
any findings or orders which have been, 
or may be, made hereafter by the Com¬ 
mission, and is without prejudice to 
claims or contentions which may be made 
by Goodrich or Cocke, the Commission 
staff, or any affected party herein, in 
any proceedings now pending, or here¬ 
after instituted by or against Goodrich 
or Cocke, or any other companies, per¬ 
son, or parties affected by this order. 

By the Commission. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 


Seller 

Rate 

schedule 

No. 

Buyer 

Field 

Effective 
rate, cents/ 
Mcf as of 
Feb. 13, 
1963 

Proposed 
settlement 
price, cents 
Mcf 

W. H. Cocke_ 

1 

United Gas Pipe Line Co.- 

Duck Lake- 

1 21.95 

»18.0 


1 



»22. 35 

*18.0 

K. H. uoodricn. 






Rate sus¬ 
pension 
docket 


G-8978 
G-9570 
G-13611 
G-8977 
G-9575 
G—12231 
G-13610 
R163-167 


j Kate 0123.74 cents suspended dui noi enecuve suujcut w --— 

3 Includes applicable tax reimbursement. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2380; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 8:47 a.m.] 


1 Excepting the proceedings in Docket No. 
RI63-167. 

2 Also see the order issued on June 28, 
1962, in The Ohio Oil Company, et al., Docket 
Nos. RI60-92, et al., FPC, where a sale by 
Ohio to United in the Duck Lake Field is 
discussed. 


[Docket No. CP63-226] 

HIGH PLAINS NATURAL GAS CO. 

Notice of Application and Date of 
Hearing 

February 28, 1963. 

Take notice that on February 14, 1963, 
High Plains Natural Gas Company (Ap¬ 
plicant) , 1717 Southland Center, Dallas 
1, Texas, filed in Docket No. CP63-226 
an application pursuant to section 7(c) 
of the Natural Gas Act for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity au¬ 
thorizing the acquisition and operation 
of all of the facilities of Public Service 
Corporation of Texas (Public Service) 
and to perform all acts and service now 
being made by Public Service, to the ex¬ 
tent that such facilities, acts, services 
and sales are subject to the jurisdiction 
of the Commission, all as more fully set 
forth in the application on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 


Applicant states that it has n0 
ducing properties, pipelines, or distnou 
tion systems at the present time. 

The application shows that ile 

Service owns and operates a 
natural gas transmission s^teme 
tending from Woodward and Ellis Co> 
ties, Oklahoma, through Lipseomt.i 
Ochiltree, Hemphill and an d 

ties, Texas. Through these facilities ^ 

some 57 miles of distribution facil t 

Public Service sells gas at retail > ® . 

communities in Texas and three c 
nities in Oklahoma. Public Service ^ 
sells gas for resale in Perryton andspe 

man, Texas and Supply, OJdah 0 f the 
The application shows that 0 “^ 
stock of Public Service will be pur n G&s 
by Applicant’s parent, High P roX i- 

Company (High Plains) , tor*PP ffil) 
mately $1,750,000. 

be dissolved and all of its P^ ys « can t, 
transferred by High Plains to APP ... 
in return for 399,000 shares jjigh 

cant’s stock. Applicant will P • 
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Plains approximately $100,000 for the ac¬ 
counts receivable of Public Service, and 
High Plains will then be dissolved and 
Applicant’s stock will be distributed to 
High Plains’ stockholders. 

Applicant states that it will continue 
the same service presently rendered by 
Public Service. 

This matter is one that should be dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulations and 

to that end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held on 
March 27, 1963, at 9:30 a.m., e.s.t., in 
a Hearing Room of the Federal Power 
Commission, 441 G Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., concerning the matters 
involved in and the issues presented by 
such application: Provided, however, 
That the Commission may, after a non- 
contested hearing, dispose of the pro¬ 
ceedings pursuant to the provisions of 
§ 1.30(c) (1) or (2) of the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure. Under 
the procedure herein provided for, un¬ 
less otherwise advised, it will be unneces¬ 
sary for Applicant to appear or be rep¬ 
resented at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25, D.C., in accordance 
with the rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before 
March 22, 1963. Failure of any party 
to appear at and participate in the hear¬ 
ing shall be construed as waiver of and 
concurrence in omission herein of the 
intermediate procedure in cases where 
a request therefor is made. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

IP.R. Doc. 63-2381; piled, Mar. 6, 1963- 
8:47 a.m.] 


ing Examiner issued in the above con¬ 
solidated proceeding on December 7,1962 
filed by Phillips Petroleum Company and 
Perry R. Bass; 

Take notice that the proceedings in 
Docket Nos. G-14244, G-17399 and G- 
17560 are hereby severed from the con¬ 
solidated proceeding Placid Oil Com¬ 
pany, et al., Docket Nos. G-13183, et al. 
and further that the time for filing ex¬ 
ceptions to the decision of the Presiding 
Examiner issued December 7, 1962 in the 
above consolidated proceeding insofar as 
the decision concerns the severed dockets 
is hereby extended to March 16, 1963. 


Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2382; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:47 a.m.] 


(Docket No. G-13183 etc.] 

PLACID OIL CO. ET AL. 

Notice of Severance and Extension of 
Time for Filing Exceptions 

January 7, 1963. 

G-nm Co J? pany ' et al., Docket No. 
Panv Lt :Ph d h Ps Petroleum Com- 
< Wwf .°- C T 1 4244; Perry R. Bass 
pj - a ^or), et al. (Formerly Sid W 

Operatm° n pt d/ ^ /a Rlchardson & Bass,’ 
Stell on’r^ 1 al " No. G-17399; 

Unnn ! Coi ? pany > Docket No. G-17560. 

sever DocketM®^ 01 ! ° f the motions 
G —17399 from th?~ 14244, G_1756 °. and 
dated unde? P J' 0ceeding consoli- 

T3183, et! Nos. G- 

flled byPhinini p^ 0 , 11 Company . et al. 
December 28 l qr 9 °oi° eUm Com Pany on 
Member 2l' iS Sh ? ! OU Company on 
January 2 }q R , 62 and Perry R - Bass on 
th e offers of If h P6Ctively > ln view of 
“ovants herein ?n!f ment filed by the 
f the a C comnan?,n„ Upon consideration 
tension ofWm/?.u equests for an ex¬ 
ceptions ,xf t h! which to file 

th e decision of the Presid- 


[Docket No. RI63-355] 

UNION OIL COMPANY OF 
CALIFORNIA 

Order Providing for Hearing on and 
Suspension of Proposed Change in 
Rate; and Allowing Rate Change 
To Become Effective Subject to 
Refund 

February 28, 1963. 

On February 1, 1963, Union Oil Com¬ 
pany of California (Union Oil) 1 tendered 
for filing a proposed change in its 
presently effective rate schedule for the 
sale of natural gas subject to the juris¬ 
diction of the Commission. The pro¬ 
posed change, which constitutes an in- 
ci eased rate and charge, is contained in 
the following designated filing: 

Description: Notice of Change, dated Feb 
1, 1963. 

Purchaser and Producing Area: Coastal 
Transmission Corporation 2 (Kentucky Mott 
Field, Victoria County, Tex.) (R.R. District 
No. 2). 

Rate Schedule Designation: Supplement 
No. 1 to Union Oil’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 43. 

Effective Date: Mar. 3, 1963. 3 
Amount of Annual Increase: $450. 

Effective Rate: 17.0 cents per Mcf. 

Proposed Rate: 18.0 cents per Mcf. 

Pressure Base: 14.65 psia. 

; Union Oil requests that the Commis¬ 
sion waive the 30-day notice requirement 
provided in section 4(d) of the Natural 
Gas Act and permit a retroactive effec¬ 
tive date of July 1, 1962, for its proposed 
periodic rate increase. Good cause has 
not been shown for the granting of the 
July 1,. 1962, effective date and Union 
Oil s request is denied. However, Union 
Oil’s proposed rate increase should be 
suspended for only one day from March 
3 1963, the first day after expiration of 
the required thirty days* notice, as here¬ 
inafter provided. 

The proposed changed rate and charge 
may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly 
discriminatory, or preferential, or other¬ 
wise unlawful. 


The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and to 
aid in the enforcement of the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act that the Com¬ 
mission enter upon a hearing concerning 
the lawfulness of the proposed change 
and that the above-designated supple¬ 
ment be suspended and the use thereof 
deferred as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 
4 and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure, and the regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR Ch. I), a public hearing shall be 
held upon a date to be fixed by notice 
from the Secretary concerning the law¬ 
fulness of the proposed changed rate 
and charge contained in Supplement No. 

1 to Union Oil’s FTC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 43. 

(B) Pending a hearing and decision 
thereon. Supplement No. 1 to Union Oil’s 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 43 is hereby 
suspended and the use thereof deferred 
until March 4, 1963, and thereafter until 
such further time as it is made effective 
in the manner prescribed by the Natural 
Gas Act: Provided, however. That said 
supplement shall become effective sub¬ 
ject to refund on the date and in the 
manner herein prescribed if within 20 
days from the date of issuance of this 
order Union Oil shall execute and file 
under Docket No. RI63-355, with the 
Secretary of the Commission, its agree¬ 
ment and undertaking to comply with 
the refunding and reporting procedure 
required by the Natural Gas Act and 
§ 154.102 of the regulations thereunder, 
accompanied by a certificate showing 
service of copies thereof upon the pur¬ 
chaser under the rate schedule involved 
Unless Union Oil is advised to the con¬ 
trary within 15 days after the filing of 
its agreement and undertaking, such 
agreement and undertaking shall be 
deemed to have been accepted. 

(C) Neither the supplement hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedule sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until this proceeding has been disposed 
of or until the period of suspension has 
expired, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission. 

(D) Notices of intervention or peti¬ 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington 
25, D.C., in accordance with the rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 
1.37(f)), on or before April 17, 1963. 

By the Commisison. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2383; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963* 
8:47 a.m.] 


Calff ddreSS 1S: P *°' B ° X 76 °°’ L ° S An S eles 54, 

2 Now Florida Gas Transmission Company. 

3 The stated effective date is the first day 
after expiration of the required thirty days’ 
notice. 


[Docket Nos. CP63-157, ©P63-158] 

VILLAGES OF GREENUP AND TOLEDO, 
ILLINOIS 

Notice of Applications and Date of 
Hearing 

February 28,1963. 

Take notice that on December 6, 1962 
the Village of Greenup, Illinois (Green- 
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up) a municipal corporation (W. L. 
Easton, President), filed an application 
(Docket No. 63-157), pursuant to section 
7(a) of the Natural Gas Act, for an order 
directing Trunkline Gas Company 
(Trunkline) to establish physical con¬ 
nection of its transportation facilities 
with the facilities proposed to be con¬ 
structed by Greenup and to sell and 
deliver to Greenup its natural gas re¬ 
quirements, all as more fully represented 
in Greenup’s application. 

Greenup proposes to construct and 
operate a 4-inch and 3-inch lateral ex¬ 
tending from a point of interconnection 
on Trunkline’s 26-inch pipeline east¬ 
ward approximately fourteen miles to 
the town border station to be located 
near the Village of Greenup. Greenup 
also proposes to construct a distribution 
system to serve Greenup and prospec¬ 
tive customers along the transmission 
line. Greenup also proposes to transport 
gas for the Village of Toledo, Illinois, 
which is located near the proposed 
lateral. Toledo proposes to construct its 
own distribution system. 

Greenup estimates its natural gas re¬ 
quirements as follows: 


Year 

Annual 

Mcf 

Teak day 
Mcf 

1st .. 

78,900 

670 

_ 

83,100 

710 

3d _ 

87,600 

752 





Greenup estimates the cost of its 
project will be $500,000, including cost 
of the proposed lateral, distribution sys¬ 
tem and administrative costs. Greenup 
proposes to finance said project by the 
issuance and sale of gas revenue 
certificates. 

Take further notice that on December 
6. 1962, the Village of Toledo, Illinois 
(Toledo), a municipal corporation (W. 
S Everhart, President), filed an applica¬ 
tion (Docket No. CP63-158). pursuant to 
section 7(a) of the Natural Gas Act, for 
an order directing Trunkline to establish 
physical connection of its transportation 
facilities with the facilities proposed to 
be constructed by Toledo and to sell and 
deliver to Toledo its natural gas 
requirements. 

Toledo proposes to construct and op¬ 
erate a 3-inch lateral commencing at 
the town border station to be located 
just south of the Village and extending 
approximately one-half mile south to the 
point of interconnection with the trans¬ 
mission lateral to be installed by the 
Village of Greenup. Toledo alleges that 
it has entered into an agreement with 
Greenup providing that Greenup will 
transport the gas purchased by Toledo 
from Trunkline. Toledo proposes to 
construct a distribution system to serve 
customers within the Village of Toledo 
and in the surrounding area. 

Toledo estimates its natural gas re¬ 
quirements as follows: 


NOTICES 

Toledo estimates that the cost of its 
project will be $175,000, including trans¬ 
mission construction costs of $6,590, dis¬ 
tribution construction costs of $126,375, 
and administrative costs of $42,035. 
Toledo proposes to finance its project by 
the issuance and sale of gas revenue 
certificates. . . , 

These related matters should be heard 
on a consolidated record and disposed of 
as promptly as possible under the ap¬ 
plicable rules and regulations, and to 
that end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
a hearing will be held April 8, 1963 at 
10:00 a.m., e.s.t., in a Hearing Room of 
the Federal Power Commission, 441 G 
Street NW, Washington 25, D.C., con¬ 
cerning the matters involved in and the 
issues presented by said applications, 
which are on file with the Commission 
and open for public inspection. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25, D.C., in accordance 
with the rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before March 
28, 1963. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2384; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:48 a.m.] 


Year 

Annual 

Mcf 

Peak day 
Mcf 

1st _ 

51,300 

426 

2d _ 

55,800 

466 

3d . 

60,700 

511 



. 


[Project No. 204] 

WASHINGTON WATER POWER CO. 

Notice of Application for Surrender of 
License 

February 28, 1963. 

Public notice is hereby given that ap¬ 
plication has been filed under the Federal 
Power Act (16 U.S.C. 791a-825r) by The 
Washington Water Power Company (Ap¬ 
plicant) of Spokane, Wash, (correspond¬ 
ence to: R. D. Yeomans, Secretary, The 
Washington Water Power Company, 
P.O. Drawer 1445, Spokane 10, Wash.) 
for surrender of its license for Project 
No. 204 known as Grangeville Hydroelec¬ 
tric Project, situated on the South Fork 
of Clearwater River, in Idaho County, 
Wash., near the town of Grangeville, 
Wash., and affecting lands of the United 
States within the Nez Perce National 
Forest. 

According to the application, the South 
Fork of Clearwater River is being devel¬ 
oped by fish and game agencies for fish 
spawning, and it is in the public interest 
to remove the project facilities since such 
removal is in keeping with the fishery 
rehabilitation program already estab¬ 
lished by the Idaho Department of Fish 
and Game. All of the project facilities 
will be removed except the transmission 
line which will be retained as a distri¬ 
bution line to serve several retail 
customers. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25, D.C., in accordance 
with the rules of practi ce an d procedure 
of the Commission (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). 


The last day upon which protests or 
petitions may be filed is April 15, 1963. 
The application is on file with the Com¬ 
mission for public inspection. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2385; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:48 a.m.] 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File No. 811-433] 

HOME AND FOREIGN SECURITIES 
CORP. 

Notice of Proposal To Declare Subject 
Company Not To Be an Investment 
Company 

March 1. 1963. 

Notice is hereby given that the Securi¬ 
ties and Exchange Commission proposes, 
pursuant to section 8(f) of the Invest¬ 
ment Company Act of 1940 (“Act”), to 
issue an order finding and declaring that 
Home and Foreign Securities Corpora¬ 
tion, c/o America Corporation, 420 
Lexington Avenue, New York 17, New 
York, has ceased to be an investment 

company. _ . 

In support of said order, the Commis¬ 
sion proposes, on the basis of informa¬ 
tion in its files, to find as follows: 

By an agreement of merger dated 
January 4, 1955, Home and Foreign 
Securities Corporation was merged into 
Eagle Lion Studios, Inc., a California 
Corporation and a wholly -owned sub¬ 
sidiary of Chesapeake Industries, Inc. 
The merger became effective on Feb¬ 
ruary 14, 1955. Pursuant to the terms 
of the merger agreement, the continuing 
corporation, Eagle Lion Studios, Inc., 
changed its name to Intercoast Petro¬ 
leum Inc. 

Under the terms of the merger agree¬ 
ment the outstanding stock of Eagle 
Lion Studios, Inc., remained the out¬ 
standing stock of the continuing corpora¬ 
tion. All of the outstanding shares oi 
Home and Foreign Securities Corpora¬ 
tion held by Chesapeake Industries, Inc. 
were eliminated. Each of the remain! g 
outstanding shares of Home and Foie ? g 
Securities Corporation, upon the e ° ecl 

date of the merger agreement becam 
exchangeable for and convertible 
the stock of Chesapeake Industries,!]n • 
For each share of preferred stock 
Home and Foreign Securities Corpow 
tion surrendered, Chesape^e ™^ 
offered V/ 3 shares of its $4.00 prefer^ 
stock and 5V 2 shares of its common 
stock and for each share of 
stock of Home and Foreign Se 
Corporation surrendered, Chesap 


Industries offered % share of J to 00^ 

mon stock. On August 10, 1959. a- 
change was effected by which C ^ 
peake Industries, Inc. became ^ 
America Corporation. As of Octobe ^ 
1962, there were 8,563 sharesofHom ^ 
Foreign Securities Corporation coiau^ 
stock unexchanged for whicl ? ’ we re 
shares of America common st f 0 r 
reserved, and 317 preferred share 
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which 1,743.5 shares of America com¬ 
mon stock and 422.561 shares of America 
preferred stock were reserved. These 
America shares are in the possession^ a 
Trustee, the Empire Trust Company 
(20 Broad Street, New York, New York), 
and they have been irrevocably reserved 
for exchange for the outstanding shares 
of Home and Foreign Securities 
Corporation. ^ 

Section 8 (f) of the Act provides, in 
pertinent part, that whenever the Com¬ 
mission, upon its own motion, finds that 
a registered investment company has 
ceased to be an investment company, it 
shall so declare by order and upon the 
taking effect of such order, the registra¬ 
tion of such company shall cease to be in 
effect. 

Notice is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may, not later than 
March 25, 1963, at 5:30 p.m., submit 
to the Commission in writing a request 
for a hearing on the matter accompanied 
by a statement as to the nature of his 
interest, the reason for such request and 
the issues of fact or law proposed to be 
controverted, or he may request that he 
be notified if the Commission shall order 
a hearing thereon. Any such communi¬ 
cation should be adressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington 25, D.C. A copy of such 
request shall be served personally or by 
mail (airmail if the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon America Cor¬ 
poration at the address given above. At 
any time after said date, as provided by 
Rule 0-5 of the rules and regulations 
promulgated under the Act, an order dis¬ 
posing of the matter may be issued by 
the Commission upon the basis of the 
nndmgs proposed above unless an order 
ior hearing upon said proposal shall be 
£sued upon request or upon the Com¬ 
mission’s own motion. 


By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary . 

l F -R- Doc. 63-2395; Piled, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Pile No. 24D-2606] 

WESTERN HILLS MOTOR HOTEL OF 
RUIDOSO 

° rder Temporarily Suspending Ex¬ 
emption, Statement of Reasons 

fo r e Hear'ing d N ° ,iCe ° f ° pp0rtuni, y 

T , t7 x March 1, 1963. 

doso W New r M HU1S Motor Hotel of Rui - 
10th'Stre^ ^ (lssuer) - 1505 West 
1 taited D ortn P ° r t Worth ’ Texas . a Texas 
mi ssion nn rt n ershl ?’ filed with the Com- 
tion on Porm C i em * ber 5 ’ 1962 - a notiflca- 

cular relating and an offerin & ci r- 
300 to f Proposed offering of 

Sl,00oZ,l, partnershi P interests at 
000 for thZ 1 f0r an aggregate of $300,- 
tion from t P urpos . e of obtaining exemp- 
o: ‘he SecuriHp* e f requirements 

Piirsuant Z V® Ct 1933, as amended - 

■ 3l b) thereof Provisions of section 
Ba ted thereunder. Regulatlon A Promul- 

Ca Use"to'beUeTC^hat'- n h&S reasonable 


A. The terms and conditions of Regu¬ 
lation A have not been complied with in 
that: 

1. The securities proposed to be of¬ 
fered pursuant to the exemption pro¬ 
vided by Regulation A were offered before 
and after the filing of the notification 
required by Rule 255 of the general rules 
and regulations under the Securities Act 
of 1933 and prior to the filing of an 
offering circular containing the informa¬ 
tion specified by Schedule I of Form 1—A. 

2. Offerings of securities were made 
through the use of sales material not 
filed with the Commission as required 
by Rule 258 of the general rules and 
regulations under the Securities Act of 
1933. 

3. Written offers of the securities of 
the issuer were made, without giving to 
the offeree, concurrently or previously, 
an offering circular containing the infor¬ 
mation specified in Schedule I of Form 
1-A as required by Rule 256(a) (1). 

4. Securities of the issuer were sold 
without giving the offering circular spec¬ 
ified in Rule 256(a) (1) to the persons 
to whom sold, with or prior to the con¬ 
firmation of the sale or payment of all 
or part of the purchase price in violation 
of Rule 256(a) (2). 

B. The notification and offering circu¬ 
lar filed pursuant to Rule 255 contain 
untrue statements of material facts and 
omit to state material facts necessary in 
order to make the statements made, in 
the light of the circumstances under 
which they are made, not misleading, 
particularly with respect to : 

1. The failure to disclose all States 
in which it was proposed to make the 
offering; 

2. The failure to disclose that past 
attempts at private financing had been 
turned down because of the nature of 
the project; 

3. The failure to disclose that, in the 
event that only the minimum amount 
of interests necessary to make the offer¬ 
ing binding were sold, no arrangements 
for additional financing necessary to 
complete the project had been made; 

4. The failure to include all financial 
statements required by Schedule I of 
Form 1-A. 

C. The offering would be made in vio¬ 
lation of section 17 of the Act. 

III. It appearing to the Commission 
that it is in the public interest and for 
the protection of investors that the ex¬ 
emption of the issuer under Regulation 
A be temporarily suspended, 

It is ordered , Pursuant to Rule 261(a) 
of the general rules and regulations 
under the Securities Act of 1933, as 
amended, that the exemption of the is¬ 
suer under Regulation A be, and it hereby 
is, temporarily suspended. 

Notice is hereby given that any person 
having any interest in the matter may 
file with the Secretary of the Commission 
a written request for hearing within 
thirty days after the entry of this order; 
that within twenty days after receipt of 
such request the Commission will, or at 
any time upon its own motion may, set 
the matter down for hearing at a place 
to be designated by the Commission, for 
the purpose of determining whether this 
order of suspension should be vacated 
or made permanent, without prejudice. 


however, to the consideration and pres¬ 
entation of additional matters at the 
hearing; that if no hearing is requested 
and none is ordered by the Commission, 
this order shall become permanent on 
the thirtieth day after its entry and shall 
remain in effect unless or until it is mod¬ 
ified or vacated by the Commission; and 
that notice of the tune and place for any 
hearing will promptly be given by the 
Commission. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary . 

[P.R. Doc. 63-2396; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:50 a.m.] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice 764] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

March 4,1963. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
17JD, appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s gen¬ 
eral rules of practice any interested 
person may file a petition seeking re¬ 
consideration of the following num¬ 
bered proceedings within 30 days from 
the date of service of the order. Pur¬ 
suant to section 17(8) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, the filing of such a peti¬ 
tion will postpone the effective date of 
the order in that proceeding pending its 
disposition. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their pe¬ 
titions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC 65339. By order of Feb¬ 
ruary 28, 1963, The Commission, Divi¬ 
sion 3, Acting as an Appellate Division 
approved the transfer to Gerald J. Gold¬ 
man and Ruth S. Goldman, a partner¬ 
ship, doing business as Lionel Truck 
Lines, Chicago, Ill., of Certificate No. 
MC 79664, issued July 31, 1958, to Wil¬ 
liam L. Smith Express Co., a corporation. 
Summit, Ill., authorizing the transporta¬ 
tion of: Such merchandise as is dealt in 
by wholesale, retail, and chain grocery 
and food business houses, and, in con¬ 
nection therewith, equipment, materials, 
and supplies used in the conduct of such 
business, between points within the terri¬ 
tory bounded by a line beginning at 
Galena, Ill., and extending to Savanna, 
Ill., thence to Galesburg, Ill., thence to 
Peoria, Ill., thence to Onarga, Ill., 
northeasterly to Warsaw, Ind., north to 
Goshen, Ind., northwesterly through 
Niles, Mich., to Bridgman, Mich., thence 
to Winthrop Harbor, Ill., west through 
South Beloit and Warren, Ill., to Galena, 
Ill., including the points named, subject 
to certain restrictions. James P. Flana¬ 
gan, 111 West Washington Street, Chi¬ 
cago 2, Ill., attorney for applicants. 

[SEAL] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2401; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 

8:50 a.m.] 
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NOTICES 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION 
FOR RELIEF 

March 4,1963. 

Protests to the granting of an appli¬ 
cation must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 1.40 of the general rules of 
practice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 
15 days from the date of publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register. 


Long-and-Short Haul 

FSA No. 38189: Iron or steel bars or 
rods to Cedars and Greenville, Miss. 
Filed by Illinois Freight Association, 
Agent (No. 196), for interested rail car¬ 
riers. Rates on iron and steel articles, 
viz; Bars or rods, n.o.i.b.n., in carloads, 
from Chicago, Joliet, South Chicago, Ill., 
Gary and Indiana Harbor, Ind., to Cedars 
and Greenville, Miss. 


Grounds for relief: Barge and mar¬ 
ket competition. 

Tariff: Supplement 19 to Illinois 
Freight Association tariff I.C.C. 989. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-2402; Filed, Mar. 6, 1963; 
8:50 a.m.l 
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